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July 1, 2010

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
Modification #11120
B02265823, P 10-004400NA

Dear Ms. Krinetz:

Thank you for forwarding a modification request for the above-referenced project. The applicant
requests a modification to the County’s site development plan review requirements in order to skip this
process to make alterations to a previously approved site plan to add a 100 square foot platform
surrounding an existing fuel shed on a pier for locating emergency equipment. According to the
applicant’s previously submitted plans, 21.48 acres of the 22.59 acre property are in the Critical Area
with 9.43 acres designated as a Limited Development Area (LDA) and 12.03 acres designated as a
Resource Conservation Area (RCA). The property is currently developed as a commercial marina and
is mapped as a Buffer Modification Area (BMA).

This office has no comment on the proposed fuel shed platform addition.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions at (410)
260-3481.

Sincerely,

Amber Widmayer
Natural Resources Planner

cc: “AA 210-10
VAZLIGA

TTY for the Deaf
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450
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April 27, 2010

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C-05-0068-00NC, G 02011840
S 10-015, P 10-004400NA

Dear Ms. Krinetz: .

‘Thank you for forwarding a revised site plan for the above-referenced project for review and comment.
According to the applicant’s previously submitted plans, 21.48 acres of the 22.59 acre property are in
the Critical Area with 9.43 acres designated as a Limited Development Area (LDA) and 12.03 acres
designated as a Resource Conservation Area (RCA). The property is currently developed as a
commercial marina and is mapped as a Buffer Modification Area (BMA). In addition to the proposed
construction of two new maintenance buildings and an access road that was shown on the applicant’s
previously submitted plans that were reviewed and commented on by this office, at this time the
applicant proposes the removal of an existing restaurant on the property, construction of a new
restaurant and a new multi-purpose marina building. Additionally, the applicant proposes to pave an
existing gravel lot and to regrade and repave the existing entry road. The applicant has not addressed
this office’s previous comments and questions which remained following the County’s May 11, 2009
approval of the site development plan. These comments and questions were outlined in my April 28,
2009 and July 29, 2009 letters. I have outlined my current comments on the revised submitted plans
below:

The property is currently developed in excess of the 15% LDA lot coverage limit but because it
appears that this development occurred prior to the implementation of the County’s Critical Area
program and because the current project proposes to decrease the total lot coverage, this office does
not find the proposed project objectionable with reference to the property’s nonconformance with the
lot coverage limits.

1) The County has assigned the revised submittal a subdivision number. It is unclear from the
plans whether subdivision of the property is proposed. Please clarify why the project has been
assigned a subdivision number. '

TTY for the Deaf .
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro:*(301) 586-0450



Ms. Krinetz
April 27,2010
Page 2 of 2

2) It appears that the applicant proposes construction of a parking lot waterward of existing
development on the property and within the 25-foot BMA setback. It is unclear how this is
permissible under the County’s Critical Area program.

It appears that the development on the applicant’s revised plans creates disturbance within
slopes 15% or greater. Such disturbance is prohibited in the absence of the applicant obtaining
a variance.

The applicant’s plans show calculations for existing vegetated area and existing woodlands.
Please have the applicant clarify how the two calculations are distinguishable. Also, please
have the applicant provide calculations for the area of existing trees or woody vegetation that
will be cleared as a result of the previously approved site development plan, and for the revised
site development plan.

Please have the applicant provide a planting plan showing how the required reforestation
mitigation described above will be addressed. Also, please have the applicant quantify and
show how any Buffer mitigation from the previously approved plan and from the revised site
plan will be addressed.

Please have the applicant identify on the plans where existing areas of lot coverage will be
removed such that there will be a net reduction from the existing 305,075 square feet of lot
coverage to 295,496 square feet of lot coverage, with the now proposed construction of two
new buildings, a parking lot, and the previously proposed construction of two new maintenance
buildings and an access road to the forklift.

Due to the number and significance of the questions and comments raised by the proposed project, this
office suggests that the most efficient way for the applicant to provide the necessary information and
proceed with review of the plans would be for the applicant to contact County and Commission staff to
schedule a site visit. Please telephone me if you have any questions at (410) 260-3481.

Sincerely,

77 P

Amber Widmayer
Natural Resources Planner

CC. AA 71-06
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July 29, 2009

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina .
C-05-0068-00NC, G 02011840

Dear Ms. Krinetz: P

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced site plan for review and comment. The applicant
proposes to construct two new maintenance buildings and an access road to the proposed forklift at the
shoreline on the 22.59 acre property. The property is currently developed as a commercial marina with
21.48 acres of the property in the Critical Area, 9.43 acres of which are designated as a Limited
Development Area (LDA) and 12.03 acres of which are designated as a Resource Conservation Area
(RCA). The property is currently developed in excess of the 15% LDA lot coverage limit but because
it appears that this development occurred prior to the implementation of the County’s Critical Area
program, and because the current project proposes to decrease the total lot coverage, this office does
not find the proposed project objectionable with reference to the property’s nonconformance with the
lot coverage limits. April 28, 2009. [ have reviewed the submitted site plans and outlined this office’s
comments below: :

1) Itis difficult to determine whether the following comment which was included in my last letter
has been addressed. For instance, we note that the applicant’s chart on the plans indicates that
15,648 square feet of mitigation plantings will be provided for the impacts within the BMA and
for establishment of a 25-foot Bufferyard. However, it is unclear where this amount of
plantings has been provided within the planting plan, as no area is specifically shown as
corresponding with this 15,648 square foot amount. Please have the applicant provide a chart or
some information that breaks down the all of the previous and proposed impacts to the site, the
resulting mitigation requirements, how and within which planting area these mitigation planting
requirements are being addressed, and if applicable, if any leftover requirements for each
impact will be addressed by fee in lieu payment. Also, please provide within this chart a brief
description of the previous violations that are to be addressed within the identified planting
areas, including the acreage of impact that was created by the violation. [ have provided an
example of a chart which if used would supply the requested information regarding the

_ TTY for the Deaf
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450




Ms. Krinetz

July 29, 2009

Page 2 of 3

previous and proposed impacts to the property and the resulting required and proposed

mitigation in a comprehensible format.

What is the Size of | Nature of | If violation, | Mitigation | Total sf Mitigation
Impact- describe | impact | impact how has it | ratio mitigation | Provided
the activity (permitted? | been required how? How
violation?) | addressed? much in
Citation? which
Fee? mitigation
area(s)?
Le. 210’ sf? Permitted 1:1 for
‘revetment by MDE #?, footprint of
& Co permit revetment
#7 2:1 for
construction
access
1.e. #E-2008-0357, | sf? Violation? | ? 3:1? ? ?sf planted
description? in ? Area,
?sf provided
by fee '

2) The applicant indicates that any impacts to the Buffer from the activities described within the
MDE permit application, and summarized below, for reconfiguration of the marina have been
incorporated into the provided mitigation calculations. Please provide additional information
about each activity’s impact within the Buffer and how the resulting Buffer mitigation

requirement was calculated as shown in the above table. We note that mitigation plantings must
be provided at a ratio of 1:1 for the total footprint of disturbance that is above mean high water
and in the 100-foot Buffer from grading, clearing or the placement of sand or stone for
shoreline erosion control structures. If any such disturbance is required in the Buffer for access
to construct the shoreline erosion control structure, mitigation must be provided at a 2:1 ratio.
Please provide information about the area of Buffer impacts if applicable for each of the
proposed activities within the MDSPGP-3 #05-1010(R) permit listed below as well as
information showing how each Buffer disturbance will be addressed:
- 29-foot long by 4-foot wide timber walkway
- 8l-foot long by 4-foot long timber walkway
- 74-foot long retaining wall
- 27-foot long retaining wall
- 210-foot revetment where existing riprap is failing which will fill 91 square feet of
existing marsh
- 80 linear feet of bulkhead at hillside and travel lift area where approved to dredge and
reconstruct piers and slips
- Creation of 1,600 square feet of marsh in Perry’s Cove as mitigation for impacts to
marsh in marina basin
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- Excavate dredge 479 square foot area to the six-foot depth (this is a 3:1 mitigation ratio)
- - Excavate dredge 553 square foot area to the six-foot depth in the proposed fork lift well
“area :

3) Inresponse to the following comment included in this office’s previous comment letter, the
applicant states that the basis for the calculated 20,723 square foot lot coverage reduction is the
proposed removal of a 22,362 square foot gravel parking lot. The rest of the response states,
“the remainder of the project approximately balances the new roadway with landscaping areas
created as part of the project.” It is unclear what this means. I have reiterated my previous
comment and request for information as follows: The applicant’s lot coverage calculations ‘on
the plans indicate that the total proposed lot coverage, 284,352 square feet, is a 20,723 square
foot decrease from the existing 305,075 square feet, and that this figure takes account of the
fact that there is a new 7,900 square foot road being constructed. Please have the applicant
quantify the area of structures or surfaces that are being removed that will create this lot
coverage reduction. . ' ‘

4) In response to this office’s previous comment included below, the applicant states, “the
violation mitigation planting square footage amounts are based upon the agreement reached
with Anne Arundel County and set forth in the October 8, 2008 letter from Ms. Better Dixon,
Director of Inspection and Permits.” It is this office’s understanding that the County uses the
Commission’s guidelines outlined below in determining the sizes of plantings that must be
provided to meet mitigation requirements. It is unclear from the size descriptions in the
schedule if proposed plant sizes meet the Commission’s planting credit guidelines. This office
generally recognizes 100 square feet of planting credit per 2-inch caliper tree and 50 square feet
of planting credit per seedling or shrub in a 3-5 gallon container. If a large tree is planted in a
cluster with either two smaller trees or three shrubs, this office will recognize 400 square feet
of planting credit for each cluster. Please have the applicant make any necessary changes to the
planting plan in order to meet these planting credit guidelines. Also, please forward a copy of
the County’s October 8, 2008 letter from Ms. Betty Dixon.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions at (410)
260-3481.

Sincerely,
Amber Widmayer '
. Natural Resources Planner

CC. AA 71-06
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April 28, 2009

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
12664 Riva Road, MS 6301

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C-05-0068-00NC, G 02011840

Dear Ms. Krinetz:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced site plan for review and comment. The applicant
proposes to construct two new maintenance buildings and an access road to the proposed forklift at the
shoreline on the 22.59 acre property with 21.48 acres in the Critical Area. The property is designated
as a Limited Development Area (LDA) and a Resource Conservation Area (RCA) and is currently
developed as a commercial marina. It is unclear how much of the property is LDA and how much is
RCA. The property is currently developed in excess of the 15% LDA lot coverage limit and the 15%
RCA lot coverage limit but because it appears that this development occurred prior to the
implementation of the County’s Critical Area program, and because the current project proposes to
decrease the total lot coverage, this office does not find the proposed project objectionable with

-reference to the property’s nonconformance with the lot coverage limits. I have reviewed the submitted
site plans and outlined this office’s comments below:

1) Please have the applicant provide the acreage that is within the LDA and within the RCA on
the property. We note that the lot coverage calculations should be corrected to reflect the lot
coverage that is within the LDA as a separate number from the lot coverage that is within the
RCA. The RCA and LDA land designations represent distinct characteristics and the statutory
limits for lot coverage do not provide for a transfer of allowed lot coverage from one Critical
Area designation to another.

2) We note that the applicant has provided 10% pollutant reduction calculations with the site plan
-which is typically only done when development activities are proposed on properties ‘
designated as Inteasely.Developed Areas (IDA). However, we note that in this circumstance,
because the current footprint'of development far exceeds the 15% LDA and 15% RCA lot
coverage limit, the applicant’s proposal to meet the 10% pollutant removal requirement in

TTY for the Deaf
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3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

conjunction with this project is a logical and effective method of providing treatment for the
excess stormwater runoff created by the excess lot coverage on the property.

Please have the applicant confirm that the footprint of disturbance for the proposed bioretention
facility that is located within the 100-foot Buffer will be located outside of the 25-foot BMA
setback. Also, please have the applicant provide information about the purpose of the proposed
stone check dam that is shown crossing through the 100-foot Buffer and 25-foot BMA setback.
Stormwater treatment should not create disturbances within the 25-foot BMA setback.

The Buffer has not been correctly expanded to include contiguous slopes 15% or greater and 50
feet from the top of the slopes as required by the County’s Code. In some locations, the Buffer
is not even 100 feet wide. For instance, in the location of the existing house on the property and
on Parcel 211, it appears that the Buffer has been drawn in front of the houses such that the
Buffer is less than 100 feet. Please have the applicant correctly map the 100-foot Buffer and
expanded Buffer as required by the County’s Code § 18-13-104.

Please have the applicant clearly map the 25-foot BMA setback line on the plans.

We note that the applicant’s chart on the plans indicates that 15,648 square feet of mitigation
plantings will be provided for the impacts within the BMA and for establishment of a 25-foot

Bufferyard. However, it is unclear where this amount of plantings has been provided within the |

planting plan, as no area is specifically shown as corresponding with this 15,648 square foot
amount. Please have the applicant provide a chart or some information that breaks down the
mitigation requirements that are being addressed within each planting area. Also, please
provide within this chart a brief description of the previous violations that are to be addressed
within the identified planting areas, including the acreage of impact that was created by the
violation.

Mitigation plantings must be provided at a ratio of 1:1 for the total footprint of disturbance that
is above mean high water and in the 100-foot Buffer from grading, clearing or the placement of
sand or stone for shoreline erosion control structures. If any such disturbance is required in the
Buffer for access to construct the shoreline erosion control structure, mitigation must be
provided at a 2:1 ratio. Please provide information about the area of Buffer impacts if
applicable for each of the proposed activities within the MDSPGP-3 #05-1010(R) permit listed
below as well as information showing how each Buffer disturbance will be addressed:
- 29-foot long by 4-foot wide timber walkway
- 8l-foot long by 4-foot long timber walkway
- 74-foot long retaining wall
- 27-foot long retaining wall .
- 210-foot revetment where existing riprap is failing which will fill 91 square feet of
existing marsh
- 80 linear feet of bulkhead at hillside and travel lift area where approved to dredge and
reconstruct piers and slips
- Creation of 1,600 square feet of marsh in Perry’s Cove as mitigation for impacts to
marsh in marina basin
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- Excavate dredge 479 square foot area to the six-foot dep‘th (which appears may be in
the 100-foot Buffer)

- Excavate dredge 553 square foot area to the six-foot depth in the proposed fork lift well
area

8) Please confirm that none of the proposed Buffer disturbances covered by MDSPGP-3 #05-
1010(R) as listed above required the standard permit that was the subject of the March 14, 2008
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) letter. This letter stated that the 110,500 square feet of
proposed maintenance dredging in connection with the State MDSPGP-3 permit #05-1010(R)
is not covered under that permit and instead must be covered under a USACE standard permit.
If such a permit was required for any Buffer disturbances, please provide the standard permit.
Also, please have the applicant clarify how much, if any, of the proposed marina
reconfiguration has been completed, since the letter refers to this reconfiguration as being
“underway.” In particular, please have the applicant clarify whether the excavation dredging
areas listed in comment #7 are existing or proposed.

9) The applicant’s lot coverage calculations on the plans indicate that the total proposed lot
' coverage, 284,352 square feet, is a 20,723 square foot decrease from the existing 305,075
square feet, and that this figure takes account of the fact that there is a new 7,900 square foot

road being constructed. Please have the applicant quantify the area of structures or surfaces that
are being removed that will create this lot coverage reduction.

10) Please have the applicant clarify what is meant by the calculation labeled “total vegetated area
=2.57 acres,” under the Site Analysis table on the cover sheet of the plans.

11) It is this office’s understanding that the new 7,900 square foot road that is noted on the cover
sheet of the plans, will be located in the area that is shown as an L-shaped gray shaded area on
sheet 8 of 25. If this is correct, please have the applicant show the proposed road on future
plans. Please have the applicant confirm that the total area of disturbance for the new footprint
of the road has been incorporated into the BMA mitigation calculations at the 2:1 ratio for the
portion of the disturbance that is within the BMA. Also, it appears that the proposed
disturbance for the road within the BMA is shown within slopes 15% and greater, and
therefore, a variance must be obtained to § 17-8-201 of the County’s Code for the proposed
steep slope disturbance. For the portion of the disturbance that is within Parcel-211, within the
100-foot Buffer and outside of the BMA, please quantify the area of 100-foot Buffer
disturbance from the proposed clearing, grading and lot coverage for what has been determined
to be a water dependent road. This area of disturbance must be mitigated at a 2:1 ratio. Please
have the applicant identify how this mitigation will be addressed in the requested mitigation
chart in comment #6 of this letter.

12) There is a note next to forest conservation parcel # 7 on sheet 8 of 25 that states that this area .
provides reforestation for offsite clearing. Please have the applicant provide information about
the offsite clearing this conservation parcel will address.

13) It is unclear why the proposed limit of disturbance as shown on sheet 8 of 25 has been drawn to
include certain areas. In particular, it does not appear that anything is proposed on the western
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side of the sheet, where the limit of disturbance has been drawn to include a cluster of trees,
and on the eastern edge of the sheet, where the line extends into a skinny loop into the middle
of Parcel 211 with no apparent proposed activity shown within. Please have the applicant refine
the proposed limits of disturbance, or provide further explanation as to why they were drawn as
proposed.

14) Please have the applicant quantify the total area of proposed disturbance within the BMA 25-

foot setback and within the rest of the BMA from grading and clearing, minus the area of new
lot coverage.

15) It is unclear from the provided information if past violations on the property involved clearing

of existing forested areas. At this time, the plans indicate that an additional 14,347 square feet
of the existing 329,524 square feet of forested area will be cleared. Please have the applicant
clarify if this number includes all proposed clearing within the limits of disturbance, including
the proposed clearing in the BMA and in the Buffer outside of the BMA for the proposed
forklift road. If so, please have the applicant provide a breakdown of this proposed clearing so
that it is clear how much clearing is proposed outside of the 100-foot Buffer and BMA. This
area of clearing that has not been addressed through BMA mitigation requirements must be
addressed through reforestation mitigation requirements at a 1:1 ratio. If greater than 20% of
the total forested area on the property has been cleared as a result of the past violations and the
currently proposed clearing, then mitigation at a 1.5:1 ratio may be required.

16) It appears that many of the species in the proposed Critical Area Buffer Plant Schedule are not

native species. We recommend that the applicant replace the non-native species with native
species that can be found in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Native Plants for Wildlife
Habitat and Conservation Landscaping: Chesapeake Bay Watershed document, available at
http://www .nps.gov/plants/pubs/chesapeake/. Also, it is unclear from the size descriptions in
the schedule if proposed plant sizes meet the Commissions planting credit guidelines. This
office generally recognizes 100 square feet of planting credit per 2-inch caliper tree and 50
square feet of planting credit per seedling or shrub in a 3-5 gallon container. If a large tree is
planted in a cluster with either two smaller trees or three shrubs, this office will recognize 400

square feet of planting credit for each cluster. Please have the applicant make any necessary
changes to the planting plan in order to meet these planting credit guidelines.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions at (410)
260-3481.

Sincerely,
Amber Widmayer
Natural Resources Planner

CC:

AA 71-06
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September 25, 2007

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C 05-0068

Dear Ms. Krinetz:

.Thave received a resubmittal for the above-referenced request. We have reviewed the

Buffer Plan and it appears to meet the County’s Buffer Management Area mitigation
requirements.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3476 or
Lisa Hoerger at (410) 260-3478 if you have any questions. '

Sincerely,

\quqgm

Megan J. Sines
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 71-06 -
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- July 26,2007

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arunde] County ,
Office of Plannlng and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: ©  Pleasure Cove Marina
C 05-0068

Dear Ms. Krinetz:

I have recelved a resubmlttal for the above—referenced request. It appears the applicant
has addressed the comments in the last letter from this office dated April 12, 2007. Please
forward a copy of the planting plan when it is completed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3476 or
Lisa Hoerger at (410) 260-3478 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

W\*”%OW\QJ«W

Megan J. Sines
Natural Resources Planner

. cc: AA 71-06

' TTY for the Deaf _
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION -
CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Street. Suite 100, Annapolis. Marvland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
www.dnr.state.md.us/criticalarca/

April 12,2007

Ms. Kelly Krinetz
Anne Arundel County

-Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301

* Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C 05-0068

Dear Ms. Krinetz;

I have received a resubmittal for the above-referenced request. It appears the applicant
has addressed the comments in the last letter from this office dated January 23, 2007. 1

have outlined my comments below:

1. All plants approved as part of the planting plan should be native species.
Suggested alternatives to proposed non-native species follow:

Proposed Non-native

Suggested Native Alternative

Glossy Abelia

Inkberry, Chokeberry, Bayberry, Spicebush

Goldenrod (Solidago austrina)

Use native species of Goldenrod

Hardy Fountain Grass

Switchgrass

Juliana Barberry

Sweet pepperbush, Bayberry, Inkberry

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3476 or
Lisa Hoerger at (410) 260-3478 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

-\/\M%m\'\q &X‘W\«” :

Megan J. Sines
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 71-06

TTY for the Deaf
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
. 1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
. {410) 260-3460 Fax: (410)974-5338
www.dnr.state.md. us/criticalarea/

January 23, 2007 .

Mr. Dan Gerzack _ ' . - '
Anne Arundel County : -

Office of Planning and Zoning

2664 Riva Road, MS 6305

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:  Pleasure CO\\/e Marina
- C 05-0068

Dear Mr. Gerzack:

I have received another resubmittal for the above-referenced request. “The applicant has
addressed the comments of my last letter dated October 6, 2006. I have outlmed my remaining
comments below.

1. The required plahted 25-foot waterfront buffer appears to vary in width, and it is unclear
on the plans whether any of the required 2:1 mitigation (17,464 sf) is being doubled
counted by being located in the 25-foot waterfront buffer area. Please ensure the

apphcant is providing a 25-foot planted area in addltlon to the 17,464 square feet of
plantings requlred

2. It appears. the Code does provide that structures may be located on existing footprints or
existing impervious areas; however, there appears to be adequate room on this site to
" locate this building outside the 100-foot Buffer. As stated in previous comment letters, it
is still our position that the building is not water-dependent and therefore should not be .
v1ewed as water-dependent

3. The Code in Article 17-8-703 outlines when development can be in the Buffer in a Buffer
Modification Area (BMA), and it appears that if the structure is not water-dependent, it
should be located outside the Buffer (see 17-8-703(b)(1)) The applicant still needs to
demonstrate to the satisfaction of your office how this proposal meets the BMA
requirements of the Code.

TTY for the Deaf
\ " Annapolis: (410) 974- 7609 D.C. Metro: (301)586 0450



Mr. Gerzack
January 23, 2007
~ Page Two

4. No updated Landscape Plan was provided that included the type, number and size of
species proposed for the mitigation requirements associated with the Buffer Modification
Area mitigation. Please have the applicant include this information.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3478 if you have
any questions.

Sincerely,

%ca_; 4 ‘%&é’éﬁ—'

Lisa A. Hoerger, Chief
Project Evaluation Division

cc: AA 71-06
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Robert L. Ehrlich, Jr.

Govemor

Michael S. Steele

Lt. Governor

Martin G. Madden

Chairman

Ren Serey

Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
www.dnr.state.md.us/criticalarea/

October 6, 2006

Mr. Dan Gerzack

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6305
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C 05-0068

Dear Mr. Gerzack:

I have received a resubmittal for the above-referenced request. The applicant has addressed the
comments of my last letter dated July 10, 2006. I have outlined my remaining comments below.

1. The Buffer mitigation shown on sheet 1 of 7 of the Grading plans only includes the 2:1
mitigation ratio. The County Code also requires a 25-foot waterfront buffer in addition to
the 2:1 requirement. The applicant must demonstrate how this requirement is being met.

2. The applicant has not responded to our last comment concerning the issue of the structure
being water-dependent. It is still our position that the building is not water-dependent
and therefore, should not be viewed as water-dependent. The applicant still needs to
demonstrate to the satisfaction of your office how this proposal meets the BMA
requirements of the Code. It is unclear, but it appears this area of the building may be
over existing impervious areas. '

3. The Landscape Plan provided does not include details of the number, species and sizes
proposed for planting to meet the 2:1 mitigation ratio. This information should be
* included to ensure adequate plantings are being provided.

4. The plat and plans should also indicate the areas set aside for forest retention in the
Critical Area.

TTY for the Deaf
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450



Mr. Gerzack
October 6, 2006
Page Two

5. The letter from the Department of Natural Resources should be received prior to final

approval, particularly since the last letter indicated two threatened and endangered plant
species may be on or near the site.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3478 if you have
any questions.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

ccC: AA 71-06




Robert L. Ehrlich, Jr.

Governor

Michael S. Steele

Lt. Governor

Martin G. Madden

Chairman

Ren Serey

Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
. CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
ww_w.dnr.slate.md.us/cn'licalarea/

July 10, 2006

Mr. Dan Gerzack

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6305
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C 05-0068

Dear Mr. Gefzack:

I have received the resubmittal for the above-referenced request.” The applicant’s have addressed

the comments of my last letter dated April 11, 2006. I have outlined my remaining comments
below. ' '

1. It appears the corner of the building has been shifted and is now within the 100-foot
Buffer as you noted in your last comments to the applicant. If the site is a Buffer
Management Area (BMA), then the Code requires a minimum 25-foot buffer that is
densely planted with trees and shrubs and 2:1 mitigation for the area of development (17-

8-701). Therefore, the applicant must show how this plan meets the Buffer Modification
Area requirements of the code. ' :

2. We do not agree with the applicant’s response to your comment that the structure is
water-dependent. Regardless of whether this new structure stores watercraft or repairs it
does not constitute a water-dependent use that is permitted in the Buffer. Again, if the
site is in a BMA, then the applicant needs to demonstrate to the satisfaction of your office
how this proposal meets the BMA requirements of the Code.

3. References are made to a Landscape Plan on the Site Development Plans, however, we
never received such plans. Consequently, this office is still unable to determine whether
the applicant is setting aside the minimum 30% of forest area.

: TTY for the Deaf
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450




Mr. Gerzack
July 10, 2006
Page Two

We will contact the Department of Natural Resources to inquire about the two threatened
and endangered plant species; however, the applicant is still primarily responsible for
pursuing this information. This issue needs to be resolved prior to final plat approval.

This office also requests a copy of the Critical Area Report that we understand is being
updated. Please forward a copy of this report when it becomes available.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3478 if you have
any questions.

Sincerely,

e 49 (reege

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 71-06




Robert L. Ehrlich, Jr. Martin G. Madden

Governor Chairman
Michael S. Steele Ren Serey
Lt. Governor

Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
www.dnr.state. md.us/criticalarea/

April 11, 2006

Mr. Dan Gerczak

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6305
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C 05-0068, G 02011840

Dear Mr. Gerczak:

1 have received a resubmittal for the above-referenced site plan. The applicant has addressed

most of the comments of my last letter dated January 23, 2006. I have outlined my remaining
comments below.

1. The minimum forest conservation easement for Critical Area purposes maintains 30% of
the existing forested area. The plan submitted shows an area that protects 15% of the
existing forest area. Please have the applicant address this issue.

2. The applicant indicated that théy will consult with the Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) concerning the January 6, 2006 comment letter that indicated the site may support

two threatened and endangered plant species. Please have the applicant provide written
documentation of DNR’s response.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3478 if you have
any questions. '

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 71-047 66

TTY for the Deaf
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450
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Robert L. Ehrlich, Jr.

Governor

Michael S. Steele

Lt. Governor

January 23, 2006

Martin G. Madden

Chairman

Ren Serey

Executive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
www.dnr.state.md.us/criticalarea/

APl

Mr. Steve Callahan

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6305
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re:

Pleasure Cove Marina

C 05-0068

Dear Mr. Callahan:

Thank you for forwarding the site plan and accompanying information for the above-
referenced site plan review. The applicant proposes to construct two boat storage
buildings in the Limited Development Area (LDA) portion of this site. I have outlined
my comments below.

1. It appears the location of both boat storage buildings will not affect any Habitat

Protection Areas, including the 100-foot Buffer to Main Creek.

We strongly encourage some stormwater management be considered for thlS site.
We understand the reduction of impervious surface will meet the County’s Code
requirements; however, we are unaware of any stormwater management that is

currently on the site, and the proposed grading will direct all stormwater to Main

It is unclear how impervious area on this site will be reduced after the proposed
buildings are constructed. It appears an area that is currently gravel will be
converted to vegetated area. In order for this to be counted as a conversion to
pervious area, the County must first determine that this area of gravel is currently
functioning as impervious, and that the removal method and revegetation of the
area will create pervious conditions.

TTY for the Deaf
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450



Mr. Callahan
January 23, 2006
Page Two

. We assume the area of the proposed boat storage buildings is already considered
impervious due to compacted gravel conditions, and therefore the construction of
the buildings will not be creating additional impervious conditions. Please have
the applicant confirm his pre and post impervious surface conditions.

. While no clearing is proposed, the applicant should address the County’s
afforestation requirements for sites in the Critical Area.

. The letter from the Department of Natural Resources dated January 6, 2006
indicates the site or the project’s vicinity may support two plant species with
threatened and endangered status. We recommend the applicant coordinate with
DNR to see what type of habitat supports these species in order to determine
whether the appropriate habitat exists on-site or within the drainage area of the
proposed construction.

. Finally, the Critical Area Report submitted with the application is dated April
2003. This report makes statements about growth allocation and reclassification
requests. We are aware of the history of this property; however, the applicant
should amend these sections of the Critical Area Report to reflect the current
request. Otherwise, persons not familiar with this site’s history can become
quickly confused with the request.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410) 260-3478 if
you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 34-04
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November 7, 2006 % = o
Ms. Jackie Colestock
Boyd & Dowgiallo, Ltd.
7678 Quarterfield Road
Suite 202

Glen Burnie, MD 21061

RE: Environmental Review for Pleasure Cove Marina Property, 1701 Poplar Rodge
Road, Tax Map 18, Parcel 73, Anne Arundel County, Maryland.

Dear Ms. Colestock:

The Wildlife and Heritage Service has determined that there are no State or Federal
records for rare, threatened or endangered species within the boundaries of the project site as

delineated. As a result, we have no specific comments or requirements pertaining to protection
measures at this time. This statement should not be interpreted however as meaning that rare,

threatened or endangered species are not in fact present. If appropriate habitat is available,
certain species could be present without documentation because adequate surveys have not
been conducted.

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to review this project. If you should have any further
questions regarding this information, please contact me at (410) 260-8573.

Sincerely,
Ao Q. B

Lori A. Byrne,

Environmental Review Coordinator
Wildlife and Heritage Service

MD Dept. of Natural Resources

ER  #2006.2476.aa

Tawes State Office Building * 580 Taylor Avenue - Annapolis, Maryland 21401
410.260.8DNR or toll free in Maryland 877.620.8DNR + www.dnr.maryland.gov - TTY users call via Maryland Relay
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Anne Arundel County
Planning & Zoning
Development Division
2664 Riva Road
Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Environmental Review for Pleasure Cove Marina, Tax Map 14 Parcel 73, Poplar
Ridge Road, Pasadena, Anne Arundel County, Maryland.

Dear Sirs:

The Wildlife and Heritage Service has determined that there are no State or Federal records for rare,
threatened or endangered species within the boundaries of the project site as delineated. As a result,
we have no specific comments or requirements pertaining to protection measures at this time. Please
note however that the utilization of state funds, the need to obtain a state-authorized permit, or changes
to the plan might warrant additional evaluations that could lead to protection or survey
recommendations by the Wildlife and Heritage Service. Please contact us again for further
coordination if this project falls into one of those categories.

We would also like to point out that our initial evaluation of this project should not be interpreted as
meaning that it is not possible for rare, threatened or endangered species to be present. Certain species
could be present without documentation because adequate surveys may not have been conducted in the
past. Although we are not requiring any surveys, we would like to bring to your attention that Wildlife
and Heritage Service’s Natural Heritage database records do indicate that the species listed below are
known to occur within the vicinity of the project site. If the appropriate habitat is present for these
species they could potentially occur on the project site itself. Since populations of these native plants
have declined historically we would encourage efforts to help conserve them across the state. Feel

free to contact us if you would like technical assistance regarding the conservation of these important
species. They are:

Scientific Name Common Name State Status
Chamaedaphne calyculata  Leatherleaf Threatened
Juncus pelocarpus Brown-fruited Rush Endangered

Tawes State Office Building « 580 Taylor Avenue * Annapolis, Maryland 21401
410.260.8DNR or toll free in Maryland 877.620.8DNR + www.dnr.maryland.gov * TTY users call via Maryland Relay



Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to review this project. If you should have any further
questions regarding this information, please contact me at (410) 260-8573.

Sincerely,

on. G B

Lori A. Byme,

Environmental Review Coordinator
Wildlife and Heritage Service

MD Dept. of Natural Resources

ER  #2005.2867.aa
Cc: K. McCarthy, WHS
R. Esslinger, CAC

Tawes State Office Building - 580 Taylor Avenue * Annapolis, Maryland 21401
410.260.8DNR or toll free in Maryland 877.620.8DNR - www.dnr.maryland.gov * TTY users call via Maryland Relay
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Annapolis, Maryland
Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

Q:)(— ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY

OLD REGS: DATE TRANSMITTED: 312 (0
NEW REGS: _~

SUBDIVISION/SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN TRANSMITTAL

Process Type Project Type_lnkecion S1DM doncept Plag

TO: + Subdivision Review Planner ‘t:‘{ ____Baltimore Gas & Electric Co.
“~ Environmental Review 1\ ___Verizon
_+~Landscape Review ___Library
../Engmeenng Review _j(b ____MD State Aviation Admin
_o~ Utilities Review _~ Archeological/Historical
_~Traffic Review JH@ ____Forester
___House Numbers/Street Names ___Agricultural Review
_«~Soil Conservation District + Long Range Planning
./Health Department , ____Long Range Planning-Master W/S Plan
_State Highway Admin <), /~/5, ___Long Range Transportation
—__Board of Education "/~ Site Plan Review — D. Kane
_«~Fire Prevention Bureau i DPW-Traffic
_~Recreation and Parks . DPW-Utilities — L. Layton
___Dept. of Natural Resource‘§ ﬁGE Forestry & ROW
MD Dept. of Environment /', ___PublicInformation File
z Critical Area Ccm;0 |ssmn’ - 4 ___Other: <
{ g : '4 "y %
FROM: Office of Planning and Zoning/DE?\('{l!pment Division

SUBJECT: NAME Pleasuce 4,04\1 e Nm_n'ﬂd.

FORMERLY
SUBDIVISION NO g L - o 5
PROJECT NO P LO - 00 4 & o N A

MINOR SUBDIVISION NO MS -

SITE DEV PLAN NO C -

GRADING PERMIT NO G

BUILDING PERMIT NO B

Tax Map (L Block \ '-\ Parcel 13

200 Scale N 1D 600 Scale I 1000 Scale 8

Please review the plans of the above-mentioned project for M&_QQQ@:L_EJ@_ approval.

.
Your comments are requested by noon on the business day of AQQ& 2010

A




ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY

Annapolis, Maryland
Office of Planning and Zouing
Development Division

OLD REGS: DATE TRANSMITTED: & 19«6 I 09

NEW REGS: v/

SUBDIVISION/SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN TRANSMITTAL

Process Type gﬂ S&AE }M\‘H—&\ Project Type Sl'\'ﬁ D‘m

TO: \/ Subdivision Review Planner ¢ DWG& — Baltimore Gas & Electric Co;.
Engineering Review ¥ CNO ___ Verizon -
Traffic ReviewJA —_ PAC/Environmental Programs
o/ Utilities Review Skok (O ___ Library P s
House Numbers/Street Names —_ MD State Aviation Admin. /.
6 V/ Environmental Review DWS ___ Law Office :
D\N Soil Conservation District Archeological@istgxical
z Health Department Z Landscape % . P
___State Highway Admin. ___ Forester . ¥ ! SRR
___Board of Education — Agricultural Review ] ity Sy, TN
Fire Prevention Bureau — Long Range Planning /.. (3.2;, “ i
—__Recreation and Parks —_ Long Range Planning-Ma; er;W/S Plan” o3
Dept. of Natural Resources — Long Range Transportatiol_,, 'C "
,MD Dept. of Environment —_Site Plan Review = - />Z’ O,
%Army Corps of Engineers __ DPW-Traffic T é= V"y,‘»’ L.
Critical Area Commission —_ Public Information File o PEN
___ Other u
FROM: Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division b & a
suseer: name_ Pleasure Co Ve Marina
FORMERLY
SUBDIVISION NO S -
PROJECT NO P - SRS

MINOR SUBDIVISION NO MS

stepeveLanve ¢ O 5.0 0 W R OO N C
GRADING PERMITNO  ¢_O2D11R4A0

BUILDING PERMIT NO B

Tax Map ‘8 Block \4 Parcel —,5
200 Scale \'I lo 600 Scale |8 1000 Scale 8

’lease review the plans of the above-mentioned project for Sl-"e D\OJ'\ provaj,
‘our comments are requested by noon on the business day of‘__‘m 3 .




Annapolis, Maryland
Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division
OLD REGS: DATE TRANSMITTED_ 4 [/ 2 (07
NEW REGS:
SUBDIVISION/SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN TRANSMITTAL
Process Type ?es«»bmﬂ-l'o.i Project Type_Stte  Plan
TO: v Subdivision Review Planner % DWG ___Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. f = _
_~ Engineering Review %€ C Y0 - ___Verizon o == a z
__Traffic Review -~ ___PAC/Environmental Progmms - -
G _AUtilities Reviewe ¥ C 10 __ Library F 4 { vy
P U) ___House Numbers/Street Names ___MD State Aviation Admin. } —
_v"Environmental Review 3¢ DULG ___Law Office : %
___Soil Conservation District ___Archeological/Historical b
_vHealth Department __ Landscape
___State Highway Administration ___ Forester
___Board of Education ___Agricultural Review .)
___Fire Prevention Bureau ___Long Range Planning ¥
___Recreation and Parks __Long Range Planning-Master W/S | Pl -
__ Dept. of Natural Resources ___Long Range Transportation o
___MD. Dept. of Environment ____Site Plan Review ?5 Lt
Army Corps of Engineers ___ DPW-Traffic ' T
ZCn’tical Arca Commission ____Public Information File
___Other
FROM: Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division
suBJECT: Name Pleasure  Cove  Marne. i
o ¥
FORMERLY: W i
SUBDIVISION NO. S - 180y 7 txin
: Loy, v i)
PROJECT NO. P - :
MINOR SUBDIVISION NO. MS . |
SITE DEV PLAN NO c_. 0 5 . 00 & &
GRADINGPERMITNO. G © 20 (Il 8 YO
BUILDING PERMIT NO. B
ToMp_ (¥ ek 1Y b 73
200Scale 1O 600 Scale__ ! ?__ . 1000Scale 8
Please review the plans of the above-mentioned project for —~ S¢te Plan ) approval

M

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY

Your comments are requested by noon on the business day of 10-10-07

NANCY ~ on Ta 11 L5
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
Annapolis, Maryland
) Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division
OLD REGS: | DATE TRANSMITTED__ (/ [2 7/0 /
NEW REGS:
SUBDIVISION/SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN TRANSMITTAL
Process Type @,ﬁu bm \'H'OJ Project Type__Si¥e.  PlAn
TO: v~ Subdivision Review Planner)¢DW6  _ Baltimore Gas & Electric Co.
___Engineering Review ___Verizon
& ___Traffic Review ___PAC/Environmental Programs
DUJ ___Utilities Review ___Library nR
House Numbers/Street Names ___MD State Aviation Ad E C E V:
"+~ Environmental Review Y& DW& —_ Law Office D
__Sml Conservation District ArcheologlcallHlstoncal
" Health Department " Landscape JUN 27 7907
___State Highway Administration ___ Forester
___Board of Education _ ___Agricultural ReViCWPLANN,'p Ve
___Fire Prevention Bureau ___Long Range Plannmg AND ZONIp e
___Recreation and Parks ___Long Range Plannmg—MasQeg\’(ﬁlQPMEN
___Dept. of Natural Resources ___Long Range Transportation
___MD. Dept. of Environment ___Site Plan Review
___Ammy Corps of Engineers ___ DPW-Traffic
_vCritical Area Commission ___Public Information File
___Other
FROM: Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division .
) Cug =
SUBJECT: NaMe_Fleasure. Cove  Macina. LAknka ¥a nk ,
= ) ’ by d < "l v { .
FORMERLY: ¢uo Qoo : |
SUBDIVISION NO. S : UL | 8 2007 |
PROJECT NO. P - -

MINOR SUBDIVISION NO. MS - —
STEDEVPLANNO . Cc. O S5 . © © b B

GRADING PERMITNO. G

BUILDING PERMIT NO. B

Tax Map /8 Block / ‘/ Parcel 73

200 Scale___ £ 40 600 Scale___ (& 1000 Scale___ &
Please review the plans of the above-mentioned project for Site. Plan approval.
Y our comments are requested by noon on the business day of ) ! 24 / 0?7

J:\Shared\subdiviNANCY\new subdivision transmittal 5-11-05.doc




ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
Annapolis, Maryland
Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

1|0k

5.0
OLD REGS: DATE TRANSMITTED (5(9' 30

NEW REGS:

SUBDIVISION/SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN TRANSMITTAL

Process Type T?ZSU b oa ot Project Type_ Site. Pl an
TO: v Subdivision Review Planner DG —Baltimore Gas & Electric Co.
___Engineering Review ___Verizon '

G v Traffic Review JRE —_PAC/Environmental Programs

\7&)3 ___Utilities Review —_Library
___House Numbers/Street Names —MD State Aviation Admin.
s Environmental Review PW (G- ___Law Office :
__Soil Conservation District . ___Archeological/Historical
_v“Health Department __ Landscape
—_State Highway Administration __ Forester
___Board of Education s __Agricultural Review
___Fire Prevention Bureau — Long Range Planning
—_Recreation and Parks —Long Range Planning-Master W/S Plan
___Dept. of Natural Resources . —Long Range Transportation
—__MD. Dept. of Environment —__Site Plan Review
___Amy Corps of Engineers —_ DPW-Traffic
_~Critical Area Commission ___Public Information File

___Other

FROM: Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division

SUBJECT: NAME_Fi€ASY@E (ovE MARINA r
FORMERLY:___
SUBDIVISION NO. S - ‘r APR 4 2000 |
PROJECT NO. P ; L. 1
' CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
- MINOR SUBDIVISIONNO. MS 2 b ss; Aflmntic Cosstal Baga

SITEDEVPLANNO . ¢ O S - 00 L §
GRADINGPERMITNO. G_0 2 © /| 8 </

BUILDING PERMIT NO. B

Tax Map ‘8 Block I "{ Parcel 73

200 Scale \\)1.0 600 Scale | ¥ 1000 Scale &

Plonte reniew the plans of the above-mentioney project for SN’Q bmﬁ L
Your comments are requested by noon on the business day of '_-{ 24-07

o A satdera cn Ganstmisad 3, 1403 dia

_approval
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY )
Annapolis, Maryland
Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

OLD REGS: DATE TRANSMITTED /2 48/0,@
NEW REGS: [
SUBDIVISION/SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN TRANSMITTAL
Process Type '\?eso brardred Project Type 5{% P[Qr\
TO: _~ Subdivision Review Planner ¥ DWo6 ___Baltimore Gas & Electric Co.
v Engineering Review ¥¥% L0 __Verizon
_/Traffic Review JA\& ___PAC/Environmental Programs
G, Utilities ReviewsX-J¢ €90 __ Library.
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v Environmental Review % S\N0 __ Law Office AﬁECEI v Ii:D
___Soil Conservation District ___Archeological/Historical

Health Department _vLandscape JEH ~-
fState Hig;pway Administration _Forestcrp DEC 28 2008
____Board of Education . ___Agricultural Review
_v Fire Prevention Bureau ____Long Range Planning pLANNING AND ZONING
___Recreation and Parks ___Long Range Planning-MasteDRVELPRMENT
___Dept. of Natural Resources ___Long Range Transportation
___MD. Dept. of Environment ___ Site Plan Review
___Army Corps of Engineers v~ DPW-Traffic
/ Critical Area Commission ____Public Information File

___Other

FROM: Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division

SUBJECT: NAME PIegsure Covf_ V\O.(‘ WO

FORMERLY: .
SUBDIVISION NO. S e
PROJECT NO. P

MINOR SUBDIVISION NO. MS -
SITEDEVPLANNO . ¢ O &

GRADING PERMIT NO G

BUILDING PERMIT NO. B

TaxMap | __ Block "—l Parcel M3
- Bhm " 200 Scale__ ﬁm 600 Scale ,_l_&f_:_;ggf;gﬁa;e__.g N
Please review the plans of the above-mentioned project for 5\*’6 p\Qﬂ _ approsa

Yoeur comments are requested by noon on the business day of 1-25-07
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
Augonapolis, Maryland
Office of Planping and Zoning
Development Division

DATE TRANSMITTED (/ //‘//0é

OLD REGS:
NEW REGS:
SUBDIVISION TRANSMITTAL
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V Health Department _Landscape JIFH ]
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____Dept. of Natural Resources ___Site Plan Review
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
Annapolis, Maryland
Office of Planning and Zoning

Development Division
OLD REGS: DATE TRANSMITTED ;/77//§6)
NEW REGS: v
SUBDIVISION TRANSMITTAL
Process Twej?esub N\s‘ﬁcp( Project Type Site Plan
TO: 7 _¥ Subdivision Review Planner DwG’* ___Baltimore Gas & Electric Co.
/ Engincering Review DGO __Verizon
2 Traffic Review JAE ___PAC/Environmental Programs
g /_Utilities Review DO __ Library
House Numbers/Strect Names —_MD State Aviation Admin.
= _/ Environmental Review DuXG ¥ __Law Office
__Soil Conservation District —_Archeological/Historical '
___Health Department LandscapeJEM (' A -
___State Highway Administration ___ Forester i oy
__Board of Education ___Agricultural Rcwcw ’
_v”’Fire Prevention Bureau ___Long Range Planning '
___Police-Communications 911 ___Long Range Planning-Master W/S Plan
___Police-Prevention ___Long Range Transportation
___ Recreation and Parks ___Drafting
___Dept. of Natural Resources ___Site Plan Review
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County Executive John R. Leopold ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401
' OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
May 12, 2010
Danny Boyd :
Bk gl RECEIVED

7678 Quarterfield Road, Suite 201

Glen Bumnie, MD 21061 MAY 14 2010

CRlTlCALAREA COMMlSSlON
Chesapeake & Atlantic Coastal Bays

Re:  Pleasure Cove Marina - Interim SWM Concept Plan
$2010-015, P2010-0044- 0ONA :
Tax Map 18, Block 14, Parcel 73

Dear Mr. Boyd:

On December 1, 2009, the Office of Planning and Zoning instituted the "Interim SWM Concept
Plan" process. This was done to provide applicants a vehicle for beginning the three step process
required by the new State SWM regulations which went into effect on May 4, 2010. The
comments contained in this review letter are intended to provide the applicant with preliminary

~ guidance on whether the proposed site plan will comply with the State regulations, and what
steps the applicant has left in the review process. This letter is not considered an approval of the
Concept Plan or Preliminary Plan with respect to any legislation which contains grandfathering
provisions or exemptions from the new state regulations. Clarification on exemptions and
grandfathering for the new State SWM Regulations can be found on the County website at
www.aaounty.org.

The Interim SWM Concept Plan for the referenced project has been rev1ewed by the agencies
listed below and copies of their comments are attached.

L ‘Comments:

A. OPZ/Planning, Environmental, Landscape Comments dated April 23, 2010
B. OPZ/Engineering, Utilities Comments dated April 23, 2010
C..  OPZ/Traffic '~ Comments dated April 23, 2010
D. OPZ/Long Range Planning - Comments dated March 15, 2010
E. OPZ/Cultural Resources - Comments dated April 9, 2010

F. Recreation and Parks - Comments dated April 8, 2010
G. Soil Conservation District . . - Comments dated March 15, 2010
H. Fire Marshal Division o Comments dated April 8, 2010

L. State Highway Administration Comments dated March 17, 2010
J. Critical Area Commission " Comments dated April 27; 2010




Pleasure Cove Marina - Interim SWM Concept Plan
$2010-015, P2010-0044-00NA

May 12, 2010
Page 2
II. Decision:

The above noted comments shall be addressed with the Site Development Plan
application.

The Site Development Plan application must include separate packages labeled with the name
of the required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response letter
addressing the items in Section I above and any other supplemental information necessary for
review. The Site Development Plan submission must include review packages for all required
agencies and is not limited to those agencies listed above. Please note that if the Site
Development Plan submittal is not made within six months of the date of this letter, or by
November 12, 2010, a revised and/or updated Interim SWM Concept Plan may be
required to be submitted for review.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call Dan Beverungen at 410-222-7960 or
e-mail to pzbeve68@aacounty.org.

Sincerely,

b

Larry R. Tom
Planning and Zoning Officer

Cc:  Chris Soldano, Assistant Planning and Zoning Officer
Kelly Krinetz, Critical Area Team Administrator, OPZ
Patti Turner, OPZ
Critical Area Team: DMB, JFB, JAE
Lt. Francis Fennell, Fire Marshal
Rich Zeller, State Highway Admin.

Dawn Thomas, Recreation and Parks

Tom Gruver, Health Department

Robert D. Miller, A.A. Soil Cons District

OPZ Cultural Resources: Darian Schwab, Jane Cox, Lynn Miller
Critical Area Commission

Judy Motta, PAC
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T T 2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
County Exccutive John R, Leopold ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

May 11, 2009

Mr. Danny G. Boyd

Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A.

7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201
Glen Burnie, MD. 21061

Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068-01
Grading Permit # G02011840

Dear Mr. Boyd:

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed below and copies of
their comments are attached.

A. OPZ/Planning Approved w/comment March 4, 2009
B. OPZ/Environmental Approved w/comment March 4, 2009
C. OPZ/Engineering Approved March 6, 2009
D. OPZ/Traffic Approved March 6, 2009
E. OPZ/Landscape Approved March 4, 2009
F. Health Department Approved April 3, 2009
G. Critical Area Commission Approved w/comment April 28, 2009
I. The agency comments listed below (copies attached) must be addressed with grading and building permit
submittals:
A. OPZ/Planning Comments dated March 4, 2009
B. OPZ/Environmental Comments dated March 4, 2009
C. Critical Area Commission Comments dated April 28, 2009
IL. Adequacies of Facilities issues for items A through E have been reviewed and are approved subject to any

noted conditions.

A. Fire Suppression: Adequacy of Facilities for Fire Suppression has been addressed. A fire flow test and
report was not required. The Fire Marshal approved the project on August 10, 2008.

B. Roads: Adequacy of Facilities for Roads has been provided to address Article 17, section 5-401.
Information describing the current and proposed number of boat spaces states that there will be a
reduction in boat slips (“...and the elimination of 39 existing boat slips.”). The TIS information was
presented separately in a letter from a recognized traffic consultant.

C. Schools: Adequacy of Facilities for Schools is not required for this project. No new lots are
proposed with this development.

D. Utilities: Adequacy of Facilities for Utilities is not applicable for this project. The property-is
served by private well and septic systems. $

"SI A"
MAY 2 2 72

"Recycled Paper”
WWWw.aacounty.org i




Mr. Danny G. Boyd
May 11, 2009

Page 2

III.

Iv.

E. Storm Drains: Adequacy of Facilities for Storm Drains has been addressed. The proposed storm
drainage system adequately conveys stormwater runoff in a non-erosive manner to the site and
tributary outfalls and to the Point of Investigation (POI) located at the tidal waters of Main Creek.

Decision:

Based upon the information submitted for the above referenced project, this office recommends  Site
Development Plan approval to the Department of Inspection and Permits as of the date of this letter. This

‘recommendation is subject to items in Section I listed above being satisfactorily addressed prior to the

issuance of the grading and building permit for the project.
Resubmittal/Agreements/Expiration:

Each agency submittal package for the grading/building permit(s) shall include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in Section I.

The developer/owner shall prepare, execute and deliver at one time all agreements, including a public

works agreement, a forestation agreement, a deed to right-of-ways containing public road improvements
constructed by the developer, and all other deeds, easements, rights-of-way, agreements and other
documents required by Article 17, of the Anne Arundel County Code.

Please be advised that the Adequacy of Facilities approval is valid for six months from the date of this letter
(November 11, 2009) per Article 17-5-205 and the Site Development Plan expires one year from the date
of this letter (May 11, 2010) per Article 17-4-206 unless the developer/owner obtains the appropriate
permit(s) or in the case where the Site Development Plan is not associated with a permit, establishes the use
within one year.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call Dan Gerczak of this office at 410-222-7960.

cc:

Sincegely,
/47'
arry K. Tom

Pl g and Zoning Officer

Betty Dixon, Director, Inspections and Permits
Christopher Soldano, Asst. P&Z Officer

Kelly Krinetz, Critical Area Administrator

John Peacock, Jim Johnson ., Inspections and Permits
OPZ CA Team: DWG, CYO, JAE

Judy Motta, Dan Kane, PAC

J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department

Amber Widemayer, Critical Area Commission

Doldon Moore, Wetlands Administrator, Maryland Board of Public Works
Francis X. Fennell, Fire Marshal Division

Gerald Herson, 1737 Poplar Ridge Road, Pasadena, MD 21122

Patti Turner, OPZ/Administration

Site Plan File/Diary

J :\S‘hared\subdiv\Dan Gerczak\C2005-0068 Pleasure Cove approved #2

"Recycled Paper”
WWWw.aacounty.org
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Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: March 4, 2009
TO: File
FROM: Environmental/Planning, OPZ, Mail Stop 6305, Dan Gerczak

SUBJECT: Pleas.ure Cove Marina C 2005-0068, G02011840

The subject Site Development Plan submittal has been reviewed from a Planning and
Zoning/Environmental/Landscaping standpoint and the following comments were generated.

NOTE:

ALL OUTSTANDING CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION ISSUES MUST BE
ADDRESSED AT GRADING PERMIT REVIEW. ALL STATE AND ARMY CORP
- APPROVALS MUST NOT EXPIRE PRIOR TO PERMIT APPROVAL.

Violation:

1) The violation reforestation planting and fee-in-lieu must be processed prior to permit approval. The
violation mitigation plantmg plan (22,386 sq. ft.) as reviewed on the meeting held February 10, 2009
is acceptable.

2) The violation areas as calculated by the grading office (Betty Dixon letter dated October 20, 2008)
are- (1) 22,386 sq. ft. that must be replanted and bonded at $40,295 and (2), 51,603 sq. ft that must

' be paid as a fee ($92,885). An inspection fee of $2,820.65 will also be required. .

3) Please change the SDP critical area mitigation calculations and reforestation on page 25 to match

these numbers.

Environmental:

1) Based on the installation of the forklift as a water dependent use, a variance will not be required for
the slope disturbance. The appropriate State and Corp approvals must be obtained. If the well cannot
be installed in this location, mitigation will be required to restore the area.

2) The proposed development requires reforestation mitigation for 14,347 sq. ft. for the proposed
woodland clearing. This must be paid as a fee-in-lieu of $17,216.40. -

3) Please note that the bond amount already collected for the original SDP approval was $35,437. 00 for
29,531 sq. ft. of planting to meet the 25 foot planted buffer requirement of Article 17-8-703(g) and

().
~ Recycled Paper
WWw.aacounty.org




Pleasure Cove Marina comments
Page 2

4) Please remove the paved access walks in the easement and reestablish the correct boundaries or a
revision to the existing easement will be required.

Planning/Zoning:

1) Please address the parking/trailer spaces requirements per ramp. The parking calculations must
clearly address parking space requirements of Article 18-3-104 on the title page. Where are the
five trailer spaces per each ramp?

2) Please address Article 18-7-106 (MB) bulk regulations on the plan. A field visit noted that the
existing dry storage and racks exceeded the 10 ft height limit. A variance is required for exceeding
height limitations. A permit was not obtained for these racks. Provide the coverage of structures,
parking and dry storage calculation on the plan.

3) Onthe title sheet, please provide the quantity of existing and proposed dry storage racks spaces.

4) The proposed covered structures are for the maintenance and repair of watercraft only. Any storage
of watercraft, (covered and dry) is a conditional use and must meet the requirements of Article 18-
10-134.

- Landscape: Approved

1) The proposed development is in compliance with the Landscape Manual.

Recycled Paper
WWww.aacounty.org
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STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Street, Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
www.dnr.state.md .us/criticalarea/

April 28,2009

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 -

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C-05-0068-00NC, G 02011840

Dear Ms. Krinet_z:

Thank you for forwarding the above-referenced site plan for review and comment. The applicant -
proposes to construct two new maintenance buildings and an access road to the proposed forklift at the
shoreline on the 22.59 acre property with 21.48 acres in the Critical Area. The property is designated
as a Limited Development Area (LDA) and a Resource Conservation Area (RCA) and is currently
developed as a commercial marina. It is unclear how much of the property is LDA and how much is
RCA. The property is currently developed in excess of the 15% LDA lot coverage limit and the 15%
RCA lot coverage limit but because it appears that this development occurred prior to the
implementation of the County’s Critical Area program, and because the current project proposes to
decrease the total lot coverage, this office does not find the proposed project objectionable with

~reference to the property’s nonconformance with the lot coverage limits. I have reviewed the submitted
site plans and outlined this office’s comments below: :

1) Please have the applicant provide the acreage that is within the LDA and within the RCA on
the property. We note that the lot coverage calculations should be corrected to reflect the lot
coverage that is within the LDA as a separate number from the lot coverage that is within the
RCA. The RCA and LDA land designations represent distinct characteristics and the statutory
limits for lot coverage do not provide for a transfer of allowed lot coverage from one Critical
Area designation to another.

2) -We note that the applicant has provided 10% pollutant reduction calculations with the site plan
which is typically only done when development activities are proposed on properties
designated as Intensely Developed Areas (IDA). However, we note that in this circumstance,
because the current footprint of development far exceeds the 15% LDA and 15% RCA lot
coverage limit, the applicant’s proposal to meet the 10% pollutant removal requirement in

ITY for the Deaf .
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450




I

Ms. Krinetz
April 28, 2009
Page 2 of 4

3)

4)

5)
6)

7)

conjunction with this project is a logical and effective method of providing treatment for the
excess stormwater runoff created by the excess lot coverage on the property.

Please have the applicant confirm that the footprint of disturbance for the proposed bioretention
facility that is located within the 100-foot Buffer will be located outside of the 25-foot BMA
setback. Also, please have the applicant provide information about the purpose of the proposed
stone check dam that is shown crossing through the 100-foot Buffer and 25-foot BMA setback.
Stormwater treatment should not create disturbances within the 25-foot BMA setback.

The Buffer has not been correctly expanded to include contiguous slopes 15% or greater and 50
feet from the top of the slopes as required by the County’s Code. In some locations, the Buffer
is not even 100 feet wide. For instarice, in the location of the existing house on the property and-
on Parcel 211, it appears that the Buffer has been drawn in front of the houses such that the
Buffer is less than 100 feet. Please have the applicant correctly map the 100-foot Buffer and
expanded Buffer as required by the County’s Code § 18-13-104.

Please have the applicant clearly map the 25-foot BMA setback line on the plans.

We note that the applicant’s chart on the plans indicates that 15,648 square feet of mitigation
plantings will be provided for the impacts within the BMA and for establishment of a 25-foot
Bufferyard. However, it is unclear where this amount of plantings has been provided within the
planting plan, as no area is specifically shown as corresponding with this 15,648 square foot
amount. Please have the applicant provide a chart or some information that breaks down the
mitigation requirements that are being addressed within each planting area. Also, please
provide within this chart a brief description of the previous violations that are to be addressed
within the identified planting areas, including the acreage of impact that was created by the
violation.

Mitigation plantings must be provided at a ratio of 1:1 for the total footprint of disturbance that
is above mean high water and in the 100-foot Buffer from grading, clearing or the placement of
sand or stone for shoreline erosion control structures. If any such disturbance is required in the
Buffer for access to construct the shoreline erosion control structure, mitigation must be
provided at a 2:1 ratio. Please provide information about the area of Buffer impacts if

applicable for each of the proposed activities within the MDSPGP-3 #05-10] O(R) permit listed

" below as well as information showing how each Buffer disturbance will be addressed:

- 29-foot long by 4-foot wide timber walkway

- 8l-foot long by 4-foot long timber walkway

- 74-foot long retaining wall

- 27-foot long retaining wall

- 210-foot revetment where existing riprap is failing which will fill 91 square feet of
existing marsh ‘

- 80 linear feet of bulkhead at hillside and travel lift area where approved to dredge and
reconstruct piers and slips

- Creation of 1,600 square feet of marsh in Perry’s Cove as mitigation for impacts to
marsh in marina basin
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- Excavate dredge 479 square foot area to the six-foot depth, (which appears may be in
the 100-foot Buffer) ' -
- Excavate dredge 553 square foot area to the six-foot depth in the proposed fork lift well
area : -
8) Please confirm that none of the proposed Buffer disturbances covered by MDSPGP-3 #05-

9

1010(R) as listed above required the standard permit that was the subject of the March 14, 2008
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) letter. This letter stated that the 110,500 square feet of
proposed maintenance dredging in connection with the State MDSPGP-3 permit #05-1010(R)
is not covered under that permit and instead must be covered under a USACE standard permit.
If such a permit was required for any Buffer disturbances, please provide the standard permit.
Also, please have the applicant clarify how much, if any, of the proposed marina '
reconfiguration has been completed, since the letter refers to this reconfi guration as being
“underway.” In particular, please have the applicant clarify whether the excavation dredging
areas listed in comment #7 are existing or proposed. ' :

The applicant’s lot coverage calculations on the plans indicate that the total proposed lot
coverage, 284,352 square feet, is a 20,723 square foot decrease from the existing 305,075
square feet, and that this figure takes account of the fact that there is a new 7,900 square foot
road being constructed. Please have the applicant quantify the area of structures or surfaces that

are being removed that will create this lot coverage reduction.

- 10) Please have the applicant clarify what is meant by the calculation labeled “total vegetated area

=2.57 acres,” under the Site Analysis table on the cover sheet of the plans.

11) It 1s this office’s uhderstanding that the new.7,900 square foot road that is noted on the cover

sheet of the plans, will be located in the area that is shown as an L-shaped gray shaded area on
sheet 8 of 25. If this is correct, please have the applicant show the proposed road on future
plans. Please have the applicant confirm that the total area of disturbance for the new footprint
of the road has been incorporated into the BMA mitigation calculations at the 2:1 ratio for the
portion of the disturbance that is within the BMA. Also, it appears that the proposed
disturbance for the road within the BMA is shown within slopes 15% and greater, and

~ therefore, a variance must be obtained to § 17-8-201 of the County’s Code for the proposed

steep slope disturbance. For the portion of the disturbance that is within Parcel 211 , within the
100-foot Buffer and outside of the BMA, please quantify the area of 100-foot Buffer
disturbance from the proposed clearing, grading and lot coverage for what has been determined
to be a water dependent road. This area of disturbance must be mitigated at a 2:1 ratio. Please
have the applicant identify how this mitigation will be addressed in the requested mitigation
chart in comment #6 of this letter. '

12) There is a note next to forest conservation parcel # 7 on sheet 8 of 25 that states that this area

provides reforestation for offsite clearing. Please have the applicant provide information about
the offsite clearing this conservation parcel will address.

13) It is unclear why the proposed limit of disturbance as shown on sheet 8§ of 25 has been drawn to

include certain areas. In particular, it does not appear that anything is proposed on the western
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side of the sheet, where the limit of disturbance has been drawn to include a cluster of trees,
and on the eastern edge of the sheet, where the line extends into a skinny loop into the middie
of Parcel 211 with no apparent proposed activity shown within. Please have the applicant refine
the proposed limits of disturbance, or provide further explanation as to why they were drawn as
proposed.

14) Please have the applicant quantify the total area of proposed disturbance within the BMA 25-
foot setback and within the rest of the BMA from grading and clearing, minus the area of new
lot coverage.

15) It is unclear from the provided information if past violations on the property involved clearing
of existing forested areas. At this time, the plans indicate that an additional 14,347 square feet
of the existing 329,524 square feet of forested area will be cleared. Please have the applicant
clarify if this number includes all proposed clearing within the limits of disturbance, including
the proposed clearing in the BMA and in the Buffer outside of the BMA for the proposed
forklift road. If so, please have the applicant provide a breakdown of this proposed clearing so
that it is clear how much clearing is proposed outside of the 100-foot Buffer and BMA. This
area of clearing that has not been addressed through BMA mitigation requirements must be
addressed through reforestation mitigation requirements at a 1:1 ratio. If greater than 20% of
the total forested area on the property has been cleared as a result of the past violations and the
currently proposed clearing, then mitigation at a 1.5:1 ratio may be required.

16) It appears that many of the species in the proposed Critical Area Buffer Plant Schedule are not
native species. We recommend that the applicant replace the non-native species with native
species that can be found in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Native Plants for Wildlife
Habitat and Conservation Landscaping: Chesapeake Bay Watershed document, available at
http://www.nps.gov/plants/pubs/chesapeake/. Also, it is unclear from the size descriptions in
the schedule if proposed plant sizes meet the Commissions planting credit guidelines. This
office generally recognizes 100 square feet of planting credit per 2-inch caliper tree and 50
square feet of planting credit per seedling or shrub in a 3-§ gallon container. If a large tree is
planted in a cluster with either two smaller trees or three shrubs, this office will recognize 400
square feet of planting credit for each cluster. Please have the applicant make any necessary
changes to the planting plan in order to meet these planting credit guidelines.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me if you have any questions at (410)
260-3481. :

Sincerely,

A

Amber Widmayer
Natural Resources Planner
CcC: AA 71-06
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288 ANNE
7 ARUNDEL
COUNTY

R Y L A N D

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

| DATE: March 6, 2009
TO: . Dan Gerczak, Plannerl
FROM: Claudia O’Keeffe, Engineer
SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina, C05-0068, G02011840

Engineering and Utility Review

The above-referenced project has been reviewed for Public Works and Utility issues and the
following comments apply:

Adequacy of public facilities is being addressed as follows:

Fire Suppression:
The site will be served by private well and septic systems. A fire suppression tank is required by -

the Fire Marshal’s Office. The final decision regarding adequacy of facilities for fire suppression
is being deferred to the Office of the Fire Marshal.

Utilities: '
‘The site will be served by private well and/or septic systems. Adequacy of facilities for utilities
will be deferred to the Anne Arundel County Department of Health.

Storm Drains:

Adequacy of facilities for storm drainage has been adequately addressed.

The proposed storm drainage system adequately conveys storm water runoff in a non-erosive _
manner to the site and tributary outfalls and to the Point of Investigation (POI) located at the tidal
waters of Main Creek.

The following are comments regarding the plans as submitted; only the comments indicated in
the closing paragraph require a point-by-point response:

A. Roads
The site has frontage along Poplar Ridge Road, which is a County public road. Right-of-way
dedication and frontage improvements are not being required. Off site road improvements are

www, Q_qggmﬂ Y. Q"g
Recycled paper
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not being required.
1. Poplar Ridge Road is an existing, improved 30-foot wide right-of-way.

B. Storm drains
1. Runoff from this site drains directly to the coastal waters of Main Creek.

C. -Stormwater Management

Stormwater management includes raingardens and infiltration devices.
1. Stormwater management includes water quality and recharge.
2. This site has direct tidal discharge.

D. Utilities
This development will be served by
1) Private water in water service area 01.
i) Private sewer in sewer service area 02.

1. The Health Department will review this project for well and septic requirements.

E. Final Development/Grading plan

1. A private stormwater management agreement will be required prior to approval of the
grading permit.

2. Please ensure that the grading permit is resubmitted through the Permit Application
Center to address any comments that may have been deferred to permit and ensure that
the set of plans approved with the grading permit is the same as the final site development
plan.

All previous comments have been adequately addressed. We therefore recommend Site
Development Plan approval of this project.

J:\Shared\subdiv\Claudia O\SDPs\c05-068m.doc
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M A R Y L A N D
Countv Executive John R. Leonold

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division :
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: March 6, 2009
TO: 'Dan Gerczak - Planning Review
" FROM: Jane Elberti - Traffic Review

SUBJECT: PLEASURE COVE MARINA
C#2005-068-01, G02011840 — revised Site Development Plan (Rl)
tax map 18, block 14, parcel 73

The subject revised Site Development Plan for grading/ building permit submittal has been reviewed
for traffic engineering requirements and the following comments / recommendations are provided:

ADEQUACY OF FACILITIES FOR ROADS:

Adequate information for APF Roads traffic generation has been provided to address Article 17
section 5-401. Information describing the current and proposed number of boat spaces states that
there will be a reduction in boat slips (quote "...and the elimination of 39 existing boat slips.") The
TIS information was presented separately in a TIS letter from a recognized traffic consultant.

Traffic can have no further objection to SDP approval based on APF (Roads) information.

J:AShared\subdiviJANE\pleasure cove dash 1 Rl.doc




ANNE
ARUNDEL
COUNTY

MARYLAND
County Executive John R. Leopold

Anne Arundel County Department of Health
J. Howard Beard Health Services Building
3 Harry S. Truman Parkway

Annapolis, MD 21401

Phone 410-222-7193  Fax 410-222-7678
TTY: 410-222-7153 www.ashealth.org

Douglas L. Hart

Acting Health Officer
MEMORANDUM

TO: Judy Motta, MS-6001

Office of Planning and Code Enforcement
FROM: J. Thomas Gruver, MS-3101

Division of Environmental Health
DATE: April 3, 2009
RE: - SUBJECT NAME: Pleasure Cove Marina

SITE DEV PLAN:  C05-0068-00NC
Tax Map #: 18 Block #: 14 Parcel #: 73

The Anne Arundel County Department of Health has no objection to the above referenced project.
The proposed on-site sewage system and water supply are adequate for the anticipated uses.

cc: Chris Saldano
Janet Scott
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2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401

Mr. Danny G. Boyd

Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A.

7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201
Glen Burnie, MD. 21061

Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068-01
Grading Permit # G02011840

Dear Mr. Boyd:

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

August 14, 2008

RECEIVED

AJG | § 2008

CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
Chesapeake & Atlantic Coastal Bays

The Site Development Plan (SDP) for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed below and

copies of their comments are attached.
OPZ/Planning

OPZ/Environmental
OPZ/Landscaping

OPZ/Engineering
-~ -QPZ/Utilities -

OPZ/Archeological

DPW/Traffic

Health Department

OPZ/Traffic Engmeermg

Inspections & Permits/PAC

Soil Conservation District

-Approval withheld August 11, 2008
Approval withheld August 11, 2008
Approval withheld August 11, 2008
Approval withheld August 12, 2008
---Approved-August-12,2008 -~ ——.. -.. .
Approval withheld August 8, 2008
Approved August 8, 2008
Approved August 6, 2008
Approved July 31, 2008
Approved July 25, 2008
. Approval withheld August 12, 2008

State Highway Admmlstratlon
Fire Marshal Division
Recreation and Parks

ZIrASCEOTMEUOmE

L. Issues:

Approved July 17, 2008
Comments to be forwarded
Approved August 12, 2008

The revised SDP for new development in the 100 foot buffer and waterway did not include review

packages to be routed to the Critical Area Commission, Maryland Department of Environment and Army

Corp. of Engineers. Review and approval from these agencies are necessary prior to SDP approval.

11. ‘Before approval of the Site Development Plan, the following agency comments must be resolved:
A. OPZ/Planning Comments dated August 11, 2008
B. OPZ/Environmental Comments dated August 11, 2008
C. OPZ/Engineering Comments dated August 12, 2008
D. OPZ/Traffic Comments dated August 8, 2008
E. OPZ/Landscaping Comments dated August 11, 2008
F. Fire Marshal Division Comments to be forwarded
G. Health Department Comments dated August 12, 2008

"Recycled Paper”
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Mr. Danny Boyd
August 14,2008

Page 2
L Critical Area Commission Review with next submittal
L. Maryland Department of Environment Review with next submittal
K. Army Corp of Engineers Review with next submittal
1L Adequacies of Facilities issues for item B has been reviewed and must be resolved with resubmittal. Items

C, D and E are acceptable and will be approved with the final Site Development Plan provided no changes
. occur and subject to any noted conditions. Item A will be stipulated with the Fire Marshal comments.

A. Fire Suppression: Adequacy of Facilities for Fire Suppression must be addressed.

B. Roads: Adequacy of Facilities for Roads has not been addressed. Adequate information for addressing
APF Roads traffic generation has not been provided to address Article 17, Section 5-401.

C. Schools: Adequacy of Facilities for Schools is not required for this project. No new lots are being
created.

D. Utilities: Adequacy of Facilities for Utilities is not applicable. The property is served by private well
and septic systems. Health Department must approve for septic and well.

E. Storm Drains: Adequacy of Facilities for Storm Drains has been addressed. The site has direct tidal

. discharge into Main Creek.

V. Decision:

A. This office must withhold approval of the Site Development Plan until the issues set forth in Sections I
and II have been resolved.

B. In accordance with Article 17-4-203 the resubmittal must be made and include separate packages
labeled with the name of the required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in section I, I and III above, and any other supplemental information necessary
for review. Resubmittal in accordance with the attached Resubmittal Cover Sheet must be sent directly to
the Permit Application Center within forty-five days of receipt of the Fire Marshal comments.

If you have any questions regarding this pfoject, please call me at 410-222-7960.

Sincerely,

Polog™

an Gerczak
Planner 1II

cc: Larry Tom, Planning and Zoning Officer
Betty Dixon, Department of Inspections and Permits
Christopher Soldano, Assistant P&Z Officer
Kelly Krinetz, Critical Area Team Administrator
CA Team Reviewer: CYO, DWG, JAE
Jay Leshinski, John Peacock, Inspections and Permits
Inspector Charles Disney, Fire Marshal Division
J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department
Lisa A. Hoerger, Megan Sines, Critical Area Commission
Doldon Moore, Wetlands Administrator, Maryland Board of Public Works
Site Plan File/Diary

"Recycled Paper”
WWW.aacounty.org
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Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
DATE: August 11,2008
TO: File |
FROM: Environmental/Planning, OPZ, Mail Stop 6305, Dan Gerezak

SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina C 2005-0068, G02011840

The subject Site De\}elopment Plan submittal has been reviewed from a Planning and
- Zoning/Environmental/L.andscaping standpoint and the following comments were generated.

Environmental:

1) A variance is required for disturbance of slopes greater than 15%. For more information
concerning the variance process, please contact the zoning office at 410-222-7437.

2) The proposed development requires 42,411 square feet of violation mitigation prior to SDP
approval. A planting plan, bond inspection fee and forestation agreement will be required

~ for 14,137 sq. ft. and the remaining square footage will be collected as a fée-in-lieu (bond =
$16,964.40, inspection fee = $1,187.50 and fee-in-lieu = $33,928.80). Please add these
calculations onto the title sheet reflecting the additional and revised SDP calculations.

3) A fee-in-lieu for new impervious surface inside a buffer modification area is required
(Article 17-11-101). The fee amount of $21,420 (11,900 sq. ft.) must be paid prior to SDP

. approval.

4) Please correct the critical area mitigation calculations table on the title sheet as necessary.
Please note that the bond amount already collected for the or1g1nal SDP approval was
$35,437.00 for 29,531 sq. ft. of planting.

5) The proposed violation mitigation planting in the ex1st1ng forest conservation easement

_parcel 1 is not acceptable.

.6) The proposed impervious removal to mitigate the new impervious is not impervious
according to the plans (sheet 3). This area is currently sand and bare earth. Please correct
the impervious areas mitigation as a variance would not be supported to increase the
impervious area of the site.

7) The recorded conservation easement is not shown correctly on the SDP. Please remove the
paved access walks in the easement and reestablish the correct boundaries.

Recycled Paper
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8) Please remove the LOD grading from the recorded parcels 2, 3 and 4 of the Forest
Conservation Easement Area. Only impervious area may be removed and buffer vegetation
planted in accordance with the Buffer Planting Plan in this area. This is a protected
easement and existing vegetation/trees may not be disturbed.

9) Please clarify the note on page 5 which states that the area of disturbance in the buffer does
not include the removal of gravel. Please clarify the site analysis asterisk notes on the title
page regarding disturbance and gravel areas.

10) Make a list/table and identify all the permits associated with this development and their
purpose on the title page. Include all appropriate State/ Army Corp permit references.

11) The US Army Corp of Engineers, Maryland Department of Environment and the Critical
Area Commission must review the revised SDP and the project must obtain their approval
prior to SDP approval.

Planning:

1) A presubmittal community meeting was not held. A meeting is required because the SDP
was approved and then revised for a new expanded development. This new development
submittal has occurred after the effective date of Bill 77-05.

2) Please address the parking/trailer spaces requirements per ramp. The parking calculations
must clearly address parking space requirements of Article 18-3-104 on the title page.

Landscape:
1) The landscape site plan analysis notes are not consistent with the title sheet notes.
2) The landscaping cost estimate is not shown on the plans. The estimate must be

consistent with the grading permit cost estimate.

Site Development Plan approval is withheld pending the resolution of the above comments.

Recycled Paper
www.aacounty.org
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Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division _

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: August 12,2008 )

TO: _ | Dan Ger;zak, Planner

FROM: Claudia O’Keeffe, Erigineer

SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina, C050068, G'(l)2011840

Engineering and Utility Review

The above-referenced project has been reviewed for Public Works ‘and Utility issues and the
following comments apply: -

Adequacy of public facilities_is' being addressed as follows:

Fire Suppression:
The site will be served by private well and septic systems. A fire suppression tank is required by

the Fire Marshal’s Office. The final decision regarding adequacy of facilities for fire suppression
is being deferred to the Office of the Fire Marshal.

Utilities:
The site will be served by private well and/or septic systems. Adequacy of facilities for utilities
will be deferred to the Anne Arundel County Department of Health. .

Storm Drains:
.Adequacy of facilities for storm.drainage has been adequately addressed. _
The proposed storm drainage system adequately conveys storm water runoff in a non-erosive

manner to the site and tributary outfalls and to the Pomt of Investigation (PO[) located at the tidal

waters of Main Creek.

The folfowing are comments regarding the plans as submitted; only the comments indicated in
the closing paragraph require a point-by-point response:

A. Roads '
The site has frontage along Poplar Ridge Road, which is a County public road. Right-of-way
dedication and frontage improvements are not being required. Off site road improvements are

WWW, AACOUNIY. org
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not being required. .
1. Poplar Ridge Road is an existing, improved 30-foot wide right-of-way.

B. Storm drains , .
1. Runoff from this site drains directly to the coastal waters of Main Creek.

C. .Stormwater Management

Stormwater management includes raingardens and infiltration devices.

1. Stormwater management includes water quality and recharge.

2. This site has direct tidal discharge. '

3. Stormwater management must be provided for the new impervious area being created as
shown on the revised plans. The plans indicate an area where paving is to be removed,
however, this area is shown on the pre-development plan as currently non-impervious
area.

D. Utilities
This development will be served by
i) Private water in water service area 01.
ii) Private sewer in sewer service area 02.

1. The Health Department will review this project for well and septic requirements.

E. Final Development/Grading plan

1. A note on sheet one of the plans indicates that the total disturbed area does not include
gravel removed from existing parking/boat storage areas. The limit of disturbance must
include all areas being disturbed, including areas where paving/impervious is being
removed.

2. Sheet one of the plans lists “total disturbed area” and “gravel to be removed from parking
areas”. Clarify if the total disturbed area includes the “gravel to be removed”. Clarify the
meaning of the associated footnote, “Nominal area of disturbance on existing gravel lots
currently used for or to be converted to parking...”

3. A private stormwater management agreement will be required prior to approval of the
grading permit.

4. Please ensure that the grading permit is resubmitted through the Permit Application
Center to address any comments that may have been deferred to permit and ensure that
the set of plans approved with the grading permit is the same as the final site development

plan.

This project cannot be approved until comments C3 and E1&2 have been addressed.

J:\Shared\subdiviClaudia O\SDPs\c05-068k.doc
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- DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

22 ANNE
ARUNDEL
COUNTY

R Y L A N D

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

August 8, 2008 -

- Dan Gerczak - Planning Review

Jane Elb_erti - Traffic Review

PLEASURE COVE MARINA |
C#2005-068-01, G02011 \840 —revised Site Development Plan
tax map 14, block 18, parcel 73

The subject revised Site Development Plan for grading/ building permit- submittal has been
reviewed for traffic engineering requirements and the following comments / recommendations

are provided:

ADEQUACY OF FACILITIES FOR ROADS:

1. Adequate information for APF Roads traffic generation has.NOT been provided to address
Article 17 section 5-401. Information describing the current and proposed number of boat
spaces is required (with the corresponding ITE rates and calculations and all other site
generation). The revised plan indicates that there will be a new “forklift” boat ramp. These
requirements will allow assessment of potential vehicular trip increases. The TIS information
must be presented separately in a TIS report or letter with data back-up from a recognized
traffic consultant. A statement “no impact” without data to justify that statement in NOT

acceptable.

2. Expand the parking calculation chart: provide 5 trailer spaces per water access ramp / boat
" launch area. Trailer spaces are required based on the site plan.

Traffic withholds SDP approval until the above comments APF comment is addressed.

\

J\Shared\subdiviANE\pleasure cove dash f.doc
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ANNE
ARUNDEL
COUNTY

MARYLAND
County Executive John R. Leopold

Anne Arundel County Department of Health
J. Howard Beard Health Services Building
3 Harry S. Truman Parkway

Annapolis, MD 21401

Phone 410-222-7193 Fax 410-222-7678
TTY: 410-222-7153 www.aahealth.org

Frances B. Phillips, R.N., M.H.A.
Health Officer

MEMORANDUM
TO: Judy Motta, MS-6001
Office of Planning and Code Enforcement
FROM: J. Thomas Gruver, MS-3101
Division of Environmental Health
DATE: August 12, 2008
RE:  SUBJECT NAME: Pleasure Cove Marina

SITE DEV PLAN:  C05-0068-01NC
Tax Map #: 18 Block #: 14 Parcel #: 073

The Anne Arundel County Department of Health recommends denial of the above referenced
project. The adequacy of the on-site sewage disposal system to handle the anticipated additional
flows must be demonstrated before the Health Department can approve this project.

cc: Chris Saldano
Janet Scott
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
PERMIT APPLICATION CENTER

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

August 6, 2008

Kelly Krinetz :
Office of Planning & Zoning:

Jay Leshinksie
Department of Inspections & Permits

'C2005-0068 01 NC / G02011840
We have reviewed the submitted request and have the following comments:

This Office has no objection to this plan subject to ensuring there will be adequate outfall for the
site and there will be no downstream flooding & erosion.

Cc: Chron file




ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
Annapolis, Maryland

RESUBMITTAL COVER SHEET

TO: Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division

FROM:

RE: Project Name — Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan # C 2005-0068-01

PLEASE FIND ATTACHED RESPONSE LETTER/REVISED PLAN (AND ANY AGENCY-
MARKED PRINTS) PACKAGES FOR:

X OPZ/Subdivision Review Planner X Health Department

X OPZ/Engineering Review Board of Education

X OPZ/Traffic Review X Archaeological/Historical
OPZ/Utilities Review X Fire Marshal Division
House Numbers/Street Names Md. State Aviation Adm.

X OPZ/Environmental Office of Law

X OPZ/Landscape Permit Application Center

Critical Area Commission
MD Dept. of Environment
Army Corp of Engineers

Soil Conservation District
Recreation and Park
State Highway Administration

> PR PP

The engineer/developer certifies that all of the above-mentioned agencies are being responded to
with their own completed package. Each package shall contain the necessary response
letter/plans/plats/studies, computations (if applicable) and agency marked-up plans (if provided)
addressing all of the items required to be addressed in the prior review comments from each
agency. All correspondence, plans, plats, studies, comps, etc. must list both the correct
subdivision or SDP. number and project number.

Submit the completed resubmittal package to Judy Motta on the 1** floor of PAC prior to
acceptance by OPZ/Development Division.

This marked form highlighting the specific agency must accompany your resubmittal otherwise
it can not be accepted by P&Z/Development Division.

Developer/Engineer (SEAL)

Attachments
J:\subdivi\Callahan, Steve-Resubmittal Cover Sheet.doc 01/02/07
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ANNE
ARUNDEL
7Y COUNTY
- B vy T°% & D 2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
County Executive John R. Leopold ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 2 1401

OFFICE OF PLANNING -AND-ZONING

“'CRIVED
May6,2008 | &% L IVE

e =
Mr. Danny G. Boyd ' |
Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A. | U 2 2008
7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201
Glen Burnie, MD. 21061 L

CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina - Chesageake & Asiantic Coastal Bays

Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068

Grading Permit # G02011840 =
Dear Mr. Boyd:

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed below and copies of
their comments are attached.

A. OPZ/Planning Approved w/comment May 2, 2008
B. OPZ/Environmental Approved w/comment May 2, 2008
G OPZ/Engineering Approved May 2, 2008
I The agency comments listed below (copies attached) must be addressed with grading and building permit
submittals:
A. OPZ/Planning Comment dated May 2, 2008
B. OPZ/Environmental Comment dated May 2, 2008
II. Adequacies of Facilities issues for items A through E have been reviewed and are approved subject to any

noted conditions.

A. Fire Suppression: Adequacy of Facilities for Fire Suppression has been addressed. A fire flow test and
report was not required. The Fire Marshal approved the project on J anuary 12, 2007.

B. Roads: Adequacy of Facilities for Roads has been addressed. Adequate information to address APF
Roads traffic generation has been provided. The TIS information was presented separately in a letter
from a recognized traffic consultant and the assumptions were found to be acceptable by the P & Z
Officer.

C. Schools: Adequacy of Facilities for Schools is not required for this project. No new lots are
being created.

D. Utilities: Adequacy of Facilities for Utilities is not applicable for this project. The property is
served by private well and septic systems. The Health Department approved the project on February 2
and September 17, 2007.

E. Storm Drains: Adequacy of Facilities for Storm Drains has been addressed. The proposed storm
drainage system adequately conveys stormwater runoff in a non-erosive manner to the site and
tributary outfalls and to the Point of Investigation (POI) located at the tidal waters of Main Creek.

"Recycled Paper”
www.aacounty.org
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Mr. Danny G. Boyd

May 6, 2008
Page 2
HI. Decision:

IV.

Based upon the information submitted for the above referenced project, this office recommends Site
Development Plan approval to the Department of Inspection and Permits as of the date of this letter. This
recommendation is subject to items in Section I listed above being satisfactorily addressed prior to the
issuance of the grading and building permit for the project.

Resubmittal/Agreements/Expiration:

Each agency submittal package for the grading/building permit(s) shall include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in Section I.

The developer/owner shall prepare, execute and deliver at one time all agreements, including a public
works agreement, a forestation agreement, a deed to right-of-ways containing public road improvements
constructed by. 'the ‘developer, and all other deeds, easements, rights-of-way, agreements and other
documents requiréd by Article 17, of the Anne Arundel County Code.

Please be advised that the Adequacy of Facilities approval is valid for six months from the date of this letter
(November 6, 2008) per Article 17-5-205 and the Site Development Plan expires one year from the date of
this letter (May 6, 2009) per Article 17-4-206 unless the developer/owner obtains the appropriate permit(s)
or in the case where the Site Development Plan is not associated with a permit, establishes the use within
one year.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call Dan Gerczak of this office at 410-222-7960:

CcC:

arry B/ Tom
Plannfng and Zoning Officer

Christopher Soldano, Asst. P&Z Officer

Kelly Krinetz, Critical Area Administrator

OPZ CA Team: DWG, CYO, JAE

Suzy Schappert, Zoning Administrator

Judy Motta, Dan Kane, PAC

J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department

Lisa A. Hoerger, Megan Sines Critical Area Commission

Doldon Moore, Wetlands Administrator, Maryland Board of Public Works
Inspector Charles Disney, Fire Marshal Division

Gerald Herson, 1737 Poplar Ridge Road, Pasadena, MD 21122

Patti Turner, OPZ/Administration

Site Plan File/Diary

J:AShared\subdiviDan Gerczak\C2005-0068 Pleasure Cove approved
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Office of Planning and Zomng
Development DlVlSlon

INT. ER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: May 2, 2008
TO: File
FROM: Envnronmental/Plannmg, OPZ, Mall Stop 6305 Dan Gerczak

SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina C 2005 0068 G0201 1840

The subj ect Site Develop.ment Plan submittal has been reviewed from a Planning and
Zoning/Environmental/Landscaping standpoint and the following comments were generated.

1) “The grading permit G02013348 must be canceled prior to approval of G002011840.
2) The Critical Area forestation agreement and conservation easement must be completely
processed pr10r to grading permit approval '

Site Development Plan approval is granted pendmg the resolution of the above comments prior
to permit approvals.

Recycled Paper
www.aacounty.org -
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ARUNDEL
COUNTY

R Y L A N D

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

May 2, 2008
TO: Dan Gerczak, Planner
FROM: Claudia O’Keeffe, Engineer

SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina, C05-0068, G02011840

Engineering and Utility Review

The above-referenced project has been reviéwed for Public Works and Utility issues and the
following comments apply:

Adequacy of public facilities is being addressed as follows:

Fir.e Suppression:

The site will be served by private well and septic systems. A fire suppression tank is required by
the Fire Marshal’s Office. The final decision regarding adequacy of facilities for fire Suppression
is being deferred to the Office of the Fire Marshal.

Utilities: .
The site will be served by private well and/or septic systems. Adequacy of facilities for utilities
will be deferred to the Anne Arundel County Department of Health. '

Storm Drains:

Adequacy of facilities for storm drainage has been adequately addressed.

The proposed storm drainage system adequately conveys storm water runoff in a non-erosive
manner to the site and tributary outfalls and to the Point of Investigation (POI) located at the tidal
waters of Main Creek.

The following are comments regarding the plans as submitted; only the comments indicated in
the closing paragraph require a point-by-point response:

A. Roads _
The site has frontage along Poplar Ridge Road, which is a County public road. Right-of-way
dedication and frontage improvements are not being required. Off site road improvements are

Wirw, (lll{,'l)"ﬂ‘ V. Org
Recycied paper
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Page 2 of 2

not being required.
1. Poplar Ridge Road is an existing, improved 30-foot wide right-of-way.

B. Storm drains _
1. Runoff from this site drains directly to the coastal waters of Main Creek.

C. Stormwater Management
Stormwater management includes raingardens and infiltration devices.
1. Stormwater management includes water quality and recharge.
- 2. This site has direct tidal discharge. :

D. Utilities
This development will be served by
i) Private water in water service area 01.
ii) Private sewer in sewer service area 02.

1. The Health Department will review this project fof well and septic requirements.

~ E. Final Development/Grading plan

1. A private stormwater management agreement will be required prior to approval of the
grading permit.

2. Please ensure that the grading permit is resubmitted through the Permit Application
Center to address any comments that may have been deferred to permit and ensure that
the set of plans approved with the grading permit is the same as the final site development
plan. '

We recommend Site Development Plan approval of these plans.

J\Shared\subdiviClaudia O\SDPs\c05-068i.doc
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INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Fire Department

John R. Leopold, County Executive
David L. Stokes, Fire Chief

TO: Dan Gerczak, Planning & Zoning

CC: Nancy McGuckian

FROM: Inspector Charles Disney, Fire Marshal Division
DATE: March 26, 2008

SUBJECT:  Project Name: Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan No; C05-068
Site Development Plan Review

Approval is granted for the above referenced project.

The following comment is provided for informational purposes. This requirement will be
enforced during the building permit review process.

1. The capacity of the tank and calculations in accordance with NFPA 1142 should
be indicated at the time of building permit application. A review of tank capacity
is not completed during the site plan review process.
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COUNTY

MARYLAND

2664 RIVA ROAD, P.0O. BOX 6675
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

January 9, 2008
Mr. Danny G. Boyd - ‘ 7 i 1
Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A. A AR AU D
7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201 - i

Glen Burnie, MD. 21061

JAN 22 2008

Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina :
Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068 { - ==
Grading Permit # G02011840 \ . [ OMMISSION

AN

\ Cydped A Atlantic Coaslal BZI] J
Dear Mr. Boyd:

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed
below and copies of their comments are attached.

A. OPZ/Planning Approved w/comments January 9, 2008
B. OPZ/Environmerital Approval withheld January 9, 2008
C. OPZ/Engineering Approval withheld December 28, 2007
L Before approval of the Site Development Plan, the following agency comments must be
resolved:
A. OPZ/Planning Comments dated January 9, 2008
B. OPZ/Environmental Comments dated January 9, 2008
@ OPZ/Engineering Comments dated December 28, 2007
11 Adequacies of Facilities issues for items A thru E have been reviewed and are approved

subject to any noted conditions.

A. Fire Suppression: Adequacy of Facilities for Fire Suppression has been addressed. A
fire flow test and report was not required.

B. Roads: Adequacy of Facilities for Roads has been addressed. Adequate information
to address APF Roads traffic generation has been provided. The TIS information was
presented separately in a letter from a recognized traffic consultant and the
assumptions were found to be acceptable by the P&Z Officer.

C. Schools: Adequacy of Facilities for Schools is not required for this project. No new
lots are being created.




Mr. Danny Boyd
January 9, 2008

Page 2

II1.

ta

D. Utilities: Adequacy of Facilities for Utilities is not applicable. The property is served
by private well and septic systems. Health Department must approve for septic and
well.

E. Storm Drains: Adequacy of Facilities for Storm Drains has been addressed.. The site
has direct tidal discharge into Main Creek.

Decision:

A. This office must withhold approval of the Site Development Plan until the issues set
forth in Sections I and II have been resolved.

B. In accordance with Article 17-4-203 the resubmittal must be made within forty-five
(45) days of the date of this letter and must include separate packages labeled with the
name of the required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in section I and II above, and any other supplemental
information necessary for review. Resubmittal in accordance with the attached
Resubmittal Cover Sheet must be sent directly to Nancy McGuckian, Permit Application
Center, by February 25, 2008.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call me at 410-222-7960.

CC:

Sincerely,
,bﬂ«/ A

Dan Gerczak

Planner II

Christopher Soldano, Assistant P&Z Officer

Kelly Krinetz, Critical Area Team Administrator

CA Team Reviewer: CYO, DWG

Suzy Schappert, Zoning Administrator

Frank Ward, Nancy McGuckian, PAC

J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department

Lisa A. Hoerger, Megan Sines, Critical Area Commission

Doldon Moore, Wetlands Administrator, Maryland Board of Public Works
GPFile/Site PlanFile/Diary
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Office of Planning and 'Zoning
, Development Division

INT. ER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: January 9, 2008
TO: File
FROM: Environmental/Planning, OPZ, Mail' Stop 6305, Dan Gerczak

SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina C 2005-0068, G02011840

The subject Site Development Plan submittal has been reviewed from a Planning and
Zoning/Environmental standpoint and the following comments were generated.

1) The Critical Area forestation agreement must be processed by this office prior to SDP
approval. The bond is $1.20 per sq. ft. and the inspection fee is seven (7) percent of the
bond amount. The agreement and plan has been received but not the fee and bond.

2) The landscaping cost estimate must be bonded on the grading cost estimate.

3) The grading permit must be updated and identical to the approved SDP plan prior to
grading permit approval.

4) The forest conservation easement is currently bemg processed for OPZ signature. The

* county must sign off prior to SDP approval.

Site Development Plan approval is withheld pending the resolution of the above comments.

Recycled Paper
- Www.aacounty.org
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ANNE
7 ARUNDEL
P}y COUNTY

R Y L A N D

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: December 28, 2007

TO: Dan Gerzak, Planner

FROM: Claudia O’Keeffe, Engineer

SUBJECT: Engineering and Utilities Reviews for Pleasure Cove Marina, Pasadena, Maryland; Site

Development Plan No. C05-068, G02011840

1 have reviewed the above referenced addition for engineering and utilities. All previous comments have been addressed.

Storm drainage is adequate as the site has direct tidal discharge into Main Creek.
Adequacy of utilities is not applicable as the property is served by private well and septic.

Roads:

1. This site fronts on Poplar Ridge Road, a County public road.

Storm Drains:

2. Runoff flows directly from this site to the tidal waters of Main Creek.

Stormwater Management:

3. Stormwater management has been changed from what was shown in previous submittals. The proposed
stormwater management now includes bioretention and two infiltration trenches.

4. Borings appear to have been taken in the area of the proposed swm devices, however the pertinent boring
logs are not included in the geotechnical report (i.e. borings B-1, and B-4).

5. The bottom of infiltration devices must be at least two feet above the ground water level. Based on the soil
borings submitted, the infiltration devices do not appear to meet this requirement.

6. One of the proposed infiltration devices is located within the 100-foot buffer to tidal waters.

7. All stormwater management devices must be located at least 10 feet from all property lines and 10 feet from
all structures (20 feet if upgradient).

Utilities:
8. This site is currently served by well and septic, therefore approval of water and sewer service is deferred to
the Health Department.

Based on the information provided, 1 recommend withholding approval until the above comments (#4 through 7) have
been addressed.

J :\Sharcd\subdi.v\Claudia O\SDPs\c05-068h.doc




ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
Annapolis, Maryland

RESUBMITTAL COVER SHEET

TO: Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division

FROM:

RE: Subdivision Name — Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan # C 2005-0068

PLEASE FIND ATTACHED RESPONSE LETTER/REVISED PLAN (AND ANY AGENCY-
MARKED PRINTS) PACKAGES FOR:

X  OPZ/Subdivision Review Planner  Health Department

X OPZ/Engineering Review Board of Education
OPZ/Traffic Review Archaeological/Historical
OPZ/Utilities Review Fire Marshal Division
House Numbers/Street Names MD State Aviation Adm.
OPZ/Environmental Office of Law
OPZ/Landscape Other Agency: [ & P

Soil Conservation District
Recreation and Parks
State Highway Administration

The engineer/developer certify that all of the above-mentioned agencies are being responded to
with their own completed package. Each package shall contain the necessary response
letter/plans/plats/studies, computations. (if applicable) and agency marked-up plans (if provided)
addressing all of the items required to be addressed in the prior review comments from each
agency. All correspondence, plans, plats, studies, comps, etc. must list both the correct
subdivision and project numbers.

Submit the completed resubmittal package to Nancy McGuckian on the 1% floor of PAC prior to.
acceptance by OPZ/Development Division.

This marked form highlighting the specific agency must accompany your resubmittal otherwise
it can not be accepted by P&Z/Development Division.

Developer/Engineer (SEAL)

Attachments
J:\subdiv\Callahan, Steve-Resubmittal Cover Sheet.doc 01/02/07



- 06

e 1
ST
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ARUNDEL

COUNTY

MARYLAND

2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

Mr. Danny G. Boyd ' HR
Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A. g“% ﬁ" 'q EI ‘/ E ’D

7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201

Glen Burnie, MD. 21061
3 Ot 4 onn]
Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina f
Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068 S e
Grading Permit # G02011840 B 'CRITICAL A Yff OMMISSION

Dear Mr. Boyd:

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

October 12, 2007

, Chesapeake & Atlantic Coastal Bays

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed
below and copies of their comments are attached.

A. OPZ/Planning Approval withheld Oetober 12, 2007
B OPZ/Environmental Approval withheld Oetober 12, 2007
C. OPZ/Engineering Approved October 9, 2007
D Critieal Area Commission Approved September 25, 2007

L Before approval of the Site Development Plan, the following ageney comments must be
resolved:
A. OPZ/Site Planning comments dated October 12, 2007
B. OPZ/Environmental comments dated October 12, 2007

II. Adequacies of Faeilities issues for items A thru E have been reviewcd and are approved

subjeet to any noted conditions.

A.
B.

Fire Suppression: A fire flow test and report was not required.

Roads: Adequatc information to address APF Roads traffie generation has been
provided. The TIS information was presented separatcly in a letter from a rccognized
traffic eonsultant and the assumptions were found to be acceptablc by the P&Z
Officer.

Sehools: Residential uses are not proposed. School adequacy is not required for this
project.

Utilities: Adequacy of utilities is not applicable. The property is served by private
well and septic systcms. Health Department must approve for septic and well.



Mr. Danny Boyd
October 12, 2007
Page 2

E. Storm Drains: Storm drainage is adequate. The site has direct tidal discharge into
Main Creek.

Decision:

A. This office must withhold approval of the Site Development Plan until the issues set
forth in Sections I and II have been resolved.

B. In accordance with Article 17-4-203 the resubmittal must be made within forty-five
(45) days of the date of this letter and must include separate packages labeled with the
name of the required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in section I and II above, and any other supplemental
information necessary for review. Resubmittal in accordance with the attached
Resubmittal Cover Sheet must be sent directly to Nancy McGuckian, Permit Application
Center, by November 30, 2007.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call me at 410-222-7960.

Sincerely,

‘ ]Z ) ,«@«f\
Dan Gerczak

North Team Planner

Christopher Soldano, Assistant P&Z Officer

Kelly Krinetz, Critical Area Team Administrator

North Team Reviewers: CYO, JAE,

Suzy Schappert, Zoning Administrator

Frank Ward, Nancy McGuckian, PAC

J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department

Lisa A. Hoerger, Megan Sines, Critical Area Commission

Doldon Moore, Wetlands Administrator, Maryland Board of Public Works
OPZ/Administration

GPFile/Site PlanFile/Diary
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Office of Planning and aning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: October 12, 2007
- TO: File
FROM: Environmental/Planning, OPZ, Mail Stop 6305, Dan Gerczak

SUBJECT.; Pleasure Cove Marina C 2005-0068, G02011840

The subject Site Development Plan submittal has been reviewed from a Planning and
Zoning/Environmental standpoint and the following comments were generated.

1) The proposed development must apply for a building permit prior to SDP approval. The
building permit must verify the proposed use of the structure.

2) The Critical Area bond and forestation agreement must be processed by this office prior to
SDP approval. The bond is $1.20 per sq. ft. and the inspection fee will be seven (7) percent.
of the bond amount.

3) The landscaping cost estimate must be bonded on the grading cost estimate.

4) The grading permit must be updated and identical to the approved SDP plan prior to
grading permit approval. '

5) The forest conservation easement must be processed by this office prior to SDP approval.

Site Developnient Plan approval is withheld pending resolution of comments.

Recycled Paper
Www.aacounty.org
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A¥F ARUNDEL
@)Y COUNTY

M A R Y L A N D

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: October 9, 2007

TO: Dan Gerzak, Planner

FROM: Claudia O’Keeffe, Engineer

SUBJECT: Engineering and Utilities Reviews for Pleasure Cove Marina, Pasadena, Maryland; Site

Development Plan No. C05-068, G02011840

I have reviewed the above referenced addition for engineering and utilities. All previous comments have been addressed.

Storm drainage is adequate as the site has direct tidal discharge into Main Creek.
Adequacy of utilities is not applicable as the property is served by private well and septic.

Based on the information provided, I recommend approval of this site development plan.

J:\Shared\subdiv\Claudia O\SDPs\c05-068g.doc




Margaret G. McHale

Martin O'Malley
Chair

Governor

" Ren Serey

Executive Director

Anthony G. Brown

Lt. Governor

STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
CHESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Street. Suite 100, Annapolis, Maryland 21401
' (410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-5338
www.dnr.state. md.us/criticalarea/

September 25, 2007

Ms. Kelly Krinetz

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6301
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Mérina
' C 05-0068

Dear Ms. Krinetz:

I have received a resubmittal for the above-referenced request. We have reviewed the
Buffer Plan and it appears to meet the County’s Buffer Management Area mitigation
requirements.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephohe me at (410) 260-3476 or
Lisa Hoerger at (410) 260-3478 if you have any questions. '

Sincerely,

Megan J. Sines

. Natural Resources Planner -

cc: AA 71-06

. TTY tor the Deat
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 586-0450




ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
Annapolis, Maryland

RESUBMITTAL COVER SHEET

TO:  Office of Planning and Zoning/Development Division

FROM:

RE: Subdivision Name — Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan # C 2005-0068

PLEASE FIND ATTACHED RESPONSE LETTER/REVISED PLAN (AND ANY AGENCY-
MARKED PRINTS) PACKAGES FOR:

X OPZ/Subdivision Review Planner Health Department
OPZ/Engineering Review Board of Education
OPZ/Traffic Review Archaeological/Historical
OPZ/Utilities Review Fire Marshal Division
House Numbers/Street Names MD State Aviation Adm.
OPZ/Environmental Office of Law
OPZ/Landscape Other Agency: 1 & P

Soil Conservation District
Recreation and Parks
State Highway Administration

The engineer/developer certify that all of the above-mentioned agencies are being responded to
with their own completed package. Each package shall contain the necessary response
letter/plans/plats/studies, computations (if applicable) and agency marked-up plans (if provided)
addressing all of the items required to be addressed in the prior review comments from each
agency. All correspondence, plans, plats, studies, comps, etc. must list both the correct
subdivision and project numbers.

Submit the completed resubmittal package to Nancy McGuckian on the 1* floor of PAC prior to
acceptance by OPZ/Development Division.

This marked form highlighting the specific agency must accompany your resubmittal otherwise
it can not be accepted by P&Z/Development Division.

Developer/Engineer (SEAL)

Attachments
J:\subdiviCallahan, Steve-Resubmittal Cover Sheet.doc 01/02/07
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MARYLAND

2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

July 27, 2007

Mr. Danny G. Boyd

Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A.

7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201
Glen Burnie, MD. 21061

Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068
Grading Permit # G02011840

Dear Mr. Boyd:

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed
below and copies of their comments are attached.

A. OPZ/Planning- Approval withheld July 13, 2007

B. OPZ/Environmental- Approval withheld July 13, 2007

) OPZ/Engineering- Approval withheld July 18, 2007

D. Critical Area Commission- Conditional Approval April 12, 2007

I Issues:

A. The tree clearing in the buffer described in the resubmittal letter must be resolved
prior to site development plan approval or provide verification that the tree removal
was approved by the county.

B. Please note that the SDP review does not constitute a review of pier or bulkhead
permits or imply approval of those permits. Those permits will require State Wetland
Administration approval.

II. Before approval of the Site Development Plan, the following agency comments must be
resolved:

A. OPZ/Site Planning comment dated July 13, 2007
B. OPZ/Environmental comments dated July 13, 2007
(G OPZ/Engineering comments dated July 18, 2007

I Adequacies of Facilities issues for items A thru E have been reviewed and ar
subject to any noted conditions. RFC E , VE D
AUG 03 2007
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION




Mr. Dan Boyd
July 27, 2007
Page 2

A. Fire Suppression: A fire flow test and report was not required.

B. Roads: Adequate information to address APF Roads traffic generation has been
provided. The TIS information was presented separately in a letter from a recognized
traffic consultant and the assumptions were found to be acceptable by the P&Z
Officer.

C. Schools: Residential uses are not proposed. School adequacy is not required for this
project.

D. Utilities: Adequacy of utilities is not applicable. The property is served by private
well and septic systems. Health Department must approve for septic and well.

E. Storm Drains: Storm drainage is adequate. The site has direct tidal discharge into
Main Creek.

III. Decision:

A. This office must withhold approval of the Site Development Plan until the issues set
forth in Sections I and II have been resolved.

B. In accordance with Article 17-4-203 the resubmittal must be made within forty-five
(45) days of the date of this letter and must include separate packages labeled with the
name of the required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in section I and II above, and any other supplemental
information necessary for review. Resubmittal in accordance with the attached
Resubmittal Cover Sheet must be sent directly to Nancy McGuckian, Permit Application
Center, by September 10, 2007.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call me at 410-222-7960.

Sincerely,
N

.

2208 Dan Gerczak
North Team Planner

Attachments
DWG/skk
cc: Christopher Soldano, Asst. P&Z Officer
North Team: CYO, JAE, JFH
Suzy Schappert, Zoning Administrator
Frank Ward, Nancy McGuckian, PAC
J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department
Lisa A. Hoerger, Megan Sines, Critical Area Commission
Doldon Moore, Wetlands Administrator, Maryland Board of Public Works
OPZ/Adm

GPFile/Site PlanFile/Diary
J\Shared\subdiv\Dan Gerczak\C2005-068-Pleasure Cove Marina-07.17.07.doc



&% ARUNDEL
&W counTy

Office of Planning and Zoning
'Development Division

INTER-OFFICE C ORRESPONDENCE

DATE: July 13, 2007

TO:

File

FROM: Environmental/Planning, OPZ, Mail Stop 6305, Dan Gerczak

SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina C 2005-0068, G02011840

The subject Site Development Plan submittal has been reviewed from a Planning and -
Zoning/Environmental standpoint and the following comments were generated.

1)

2)

3)
4)
5)

6)

The SDP will not be approved until the outstanding clearing violation has been resolved
with the forestry/grading office. '

The proposed impervious area has increased by 40,648 sq. ft. with this resubmittal. Please
revise the previously submitted impervious area reduction colorized plans to demonstrate
the 56,512 sq. ft. of impervious reduction. OPZ/Engineering must reevaluate their approval
of the plans due to the increase in impervious area change with this resubmittal. Show the
665 sq. ft. of new impervious area in the 100 ft. buffer on the colorized plan.

The Critical Area bond and forestation agreement will be processed by this office with the

“grading permit. The bond is $1.20 per sq. ft. and the inspection fee will be 7 percent.

The landscaping cost estimate will be bonded on the grading cost estimate. Add the
landscaping cost estimate on the SDP landscape plan detail sheet.

The grading permit must be updated and identical to the approved SDP plan prior to
grading permit approval.

Please forward the conservation easement to this office for processing when available (Title
17-8-901). '

Site Development Plan approval is withheld pénding resolution of comments 1, 2 and 4.

Recycled Paper
WWww.aacounty.org
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

2 __%'
A§F ARUNDEL
COUNTY

M A R Y L A N D

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

July 18, 2007
Dan Gerzak, Planner
Claudia O’Keeffe, Engineer

Engineering and Utilities Reviews for Pleasure Cove Marina, Pasadena, Maryland; Site
Development Plan No. C05-068, G02011840

1 have reviewed the above referenced addition for engineering and utilities.
The proposed impervious area noted on the plans has increased from approximately 293,000 square feet to approximately
334,000 square feet. Clearly indicate where this additional impervious area is created. Provide stormwater management

for the additional impervious area in accordance with the County Stormwater Management Manual.

I recommend approval of this site development plan until the above comment has been addressed.




ANNE
 ARUNDEL
COUNTY

MARYLAND

2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

May 4, 2007

Mr. Danny G. Boyd

Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A. | I MAY 1 4
7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201 |
Glen Bumie, MD. 21061

Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina
Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068 I
Grading Permit # G02011840

Dear Mr. Boyd:

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed
below and copies of their comments are attached.

A. OPZ/Planning- Approval withheld April 26, 2007
B. OP 1 2007

nvironmental- Approval withheld Apnl 26;
D. Critical Area Commission- Conditional Approval April 12, 2007
\

L Issues:

A. The tree clearing in the buffer described in the resubmittal letter must be resolved
prior to site development plan approval or provide verification that the tree removal
was approved by the county.

B. Please note that the SDP review does not constitute a review of pier or bulkhead
permits or imply approval of those permits. Those permits will require State Wetland
Administration approval.

1L Before approval of the Site Development Plan, the following agency comments must be
resolved:

A. OPZ/Site Planning comment dated April 26, 2007
B. OPZ/Environmental comments dated April 26, 2007

111 Adequacies of Facilities issues for items A thru E have been reviewed and are approved
subject to any noted conditions.




Mr. Dan Boyd
May 4, 2007

Page 2

A.
B.

Fire Suppression: A fire flow test and report was not required.
Roads: Adequate information to address APF Roads traffic generation has been
provided. The TIS information was presented separately in a letter from a recognized

_ traffic consultant and the assumptions were found to be acceptable by the P&Z

Officer.

Schools: Residential uses are not proposed. School adequacy is not required for this
project.

Utilities: Adequacy of utilities is not applicable. The property is served by private
well and septic systems. Health Department must approve for septic and well.

Storm Drains: Storm drainage is adequate. The site has direct tidal discharge into
Main Creek.

III. Decision:

A. This office must withhold approval of the Site Development Plan until the issues set
forth in Sections I and II have been resolved.

B.

In accordance with Article 17-4-203 the resubmittal must be made within forty-five

(45) days of the date of this letter and must include separate packages labeled with the
name of the required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in section I and II above, and any other supplemental
information necessary for review. Resubmittal in accordance with the attached
Resubmittal Cover Sheet must be sent directly to Nancy McGuckian, Permit Application
Center, by June 25, 2007.

If you have any questions regarding this projéct, please call me at 410-222-7458.

Sincerely,

Dan Gercza@
North Team Planner

Attachiments

DWG/skk

cc: Christopher Soldano, Asst. P&Z Officer
North Team: CYO, JAE, JFH
Suzy Schappert, Zoning Administrator
Frank Ward, Nancy McGuckian, PAC
J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department
Lisa A. Hoerger, Megan Sines, Critical Area Commission
Doldon Moore, Wetlands Administrator, Maryland Board of Public Works
OPZ/Adm

GPFile/Site PlanFile/Diary
J:\Shared\subdiviDan Gerczak\C2005-068-Pleasure Cove Marina-04.24.07.doc



AA Lot

MARYLAND

2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

February 13, 2007
Mr. Danny G. Boyd
Boyd & Dowgiallo, P.A.
7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201 |
Glen Burnie, MD. 21061 I|| |
Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina ' | 1002 - | 833

Site Development Plan No. C # 2005-068 . '
Grading Permit # G02011840 '

Dear Mr. Boyd: ‘ |

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed
below and copies of their comments are attached.

OPZ/Planning- Approval withheld February 1, 2007
OPZ/Engineering- Approved January 29, 2007

OPZ/Traffic- Approval withheld February 1, 2007
OPZ/Utilities Approved January 29, 2007

OPZ/Landscape- Approved January 30, 2007

AA County Environmental Health- Approved February 2, 2007
Fire Marshall Division- Approved January 12, 2007

Critical Area Commission- Approval withheld January 23, 2007

mOTHY 0>

I Issues:

The structure requires a zoning bulk regulations variance to the 100 ft. setback per the
zoning office.

II. Before approval of the Site Development Plan, the following agency comments must be
resolved:

A. OPZ/Site Planning & Environmental comments dated February 1, 2007
B. OPZ/Traffic comments dated February 1, 2007

C. Critical Area Commission comments dated January 23, 2007

II1. Adequacies of Facilities issues for items A thru E have been reviewed and are approved
subject to any noted conditions.



Mr. Dan Boyd
February 13, 2007

Page 2

A.
B.

Fire Suppression: A fire flow test and report was not required.

Roads: Adequate information to address APF Roads traffic generation has been
provided. The TIS information was presented separately in a letter from a recognized
traffic consultant and the assumptions were found to be acceptable by the P&Z
Officer.

Schools: Residential uses are not proposed. School adequacy is not required for this
project.

Utilities: Adequacy of utilities is not applicable. The property is served by private
well and septic systems. Health Department must approve for septic and well.
Storm Drains: Storm drainage is adequate. The site has direct tidal discharge into
Main Creek.

II1. Decision:

A. This office must withhold approval of the Site Development Plan until the issues set
forth in Sections I and II have been resolved.

B.

In accordance with Article 17-4-203 the resubmittal must be made within forty-five

(45) days of the date of this letter and must include separate packages labeled with the
name of the required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response
letter addressing the items in section I and II above, and any other supplemental
information necessary for review. Resubmittal in accordance with the attached
Resubmittal Cover Sheet must be sent directly to Nancy McGuckian, Permit Application
Center, by Apnl 5, 2007.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call me at 410-222-7458.

Sincerely,

N :
|

Dan Gerczak

North Team Planner

Attachments

DWG/skk

cc: Christopher Soldano, Asst. P&Z Officer
North Team: CYO, JAE, JFH
Suzy Schappert, Zoning Administrator
Frank Ward, Nancy McGuckian, PAC
Chuck Yocum, A.A. County Public School
Lt. Wesley Clark, Fire Marshal Division
J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department
Lisa A. Hoerger, Cntical Area Commission
OPZ/Adm

GPFile/Site PlanFile/Diary
J:\Shared\subdiviDan Gerc/ak\C2005-068-Pleasure Cove Marina-02-01-07.doc




2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
Countv Executive Janet S. Owens ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

November 3, 2006

Mr. Danny G. Boyd

Boyd & Dowgiille) P.A. Trhog Ny
7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201 j CRNUR Y e
Glen Bumie, MD. 21061 — 1
NOV | 3 2006

Re: Name: Pleasure Cove Marina

Site Development Plan No. C#2005-068 : :

Grading Permit # G02011840 CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

Chesapcake & Atlantic Coastal Bays

Dear Mr. Boyd:

The Site Development Plan for the referenced project has been reviewed by the agencies listed below and
copies of their comments are attached.

OPZ/Planning- Approval withheld November 1, 2006
OPZ/Engineering- Approval withheld October 31, 2006

OPZ/Traffic- Approval withheld November 2, 2006

OPZ/Utilities Approved withheld October 31, 2006

OPZ/Landscape- Approval withheld October 30, 2006

AA County Environmental Health- Approval withheld October 6, 2006
Fire Marshall Division- Approval withheld October 31, 2006

Critical Area Commission- Approval withheld October 6, 2006

TQPHOOw >

L Before approval of the Site Development Plan, the following agency comments must be resolved:

OPZ/Site Planning & Environmental comments dated November 1, 2006
OPZ/Engineering comments dated October 31, 2006

OPZ/Traffic comments dated November 2, 2006

OPZ/Utilities comments dated October 31, 2006 .

OPZ/Landscaping comments dated October 30, 2006

AA County Environmental Health comments dated October 6, 2006

Fire Marshall Division comments dated October 31, 2006

Critical Area Commission comments dated October 6, 2006

TQmmoOw»>

IL Adequacies of Facilities issues for item A & E must be resolved with an SDP resubmittal. Items
B-D are acceptable and will be approved with the final SPD Plan subject to any noted conditions.

Fire Suppression: See Fire Marshall comments dated October 31, 2006.

Roads: Traffic Impact Study (APF Roads) was acceptable.

Schools: Residential uses are not proposed. School adequacy is not required for this project.
Utilities: Utility adequacy not required. Health Department must approve for septic and well.
Storm Drains: Adequacy of direct tidal outfall and storm drain facilities must be addressed.

MO0 W




D. Boyd
November 3, 2006

Pg. 2

IIL

Decision:

A. This office must withhold approval of the Site Development Plan until the issues set forth

in Sections I and II have been resolved.

B. In accordance with Article 17-4-203 the resubmittal must be made within forty-five (45) days
of the date of this letter and must include separate packages labeled with the name of the
required review agency. Each package is to include a point-by-point response letter
addressing the items in section I above, and any other supplemental information necessary
for review. Resubmittal in accordance with the attached Resubmittal Cover Sheet must be
sent directly to Nancy McGuckian, Permit Application Center, by Decemeber 26, 2006.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please call me at 410-222-7458.

Sincerely,

Dan Gerczak, P T
North Team

Attachments
DWG/skk

cc:

Christopher Soldano, Asst. P&Z Officer
Susanne Lockhart, Chief Engineer/OPZ
Nancy McGuckian, PAC

Frank Ward, PAC

Jeffrey Opel, A.A. Soil Conservation District
Chuck Yocum, A.A. County Public Schools
Lt. Wesley Clark, Fire Marshal Division

J. Thomas Gruver, Health Department
Richard Zeller, State Highway Administration
Ellen Sample, Maryland Aviation Administration
Lisa A. Hoerger, Critical Area Commission
Surina Stillman, OPZ/Adm

GPFile/Site PlanFile/Diary

J-\Shared\subdiv\Dan Gerczak\C2005-068-Pleasure Cove Marina-11.2.06.doc

"Recycled Paper”
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T BA N D 2664 RIVA ROAD, P.O. BOX 6675
ecutive Janet S, Owens ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

April 28, 2006

Mr. Danny G. Bovd

Bovd & Dowgiallo, P A

7678 Quarterfield Road, Ste. 201
Glen Bumie, MD. 21061

Re:  Name: Pleasure Cove Marina ] .
Site Development Plan No. C#2005-068

Grading Permit # G02011840 C05-00¢ 8

Dear Mr. Boyd: 1

\ Y
Based upon the information submitted for the above referenced project, this office mummix 1“V h 1)'
( v § .+

Development Plan (SDP) approval. The following issues in Item (I) below, must be a

approval of the SDP:
WUN 14 2008
I The agency comments listed below (copies attached) must be addressed with revised SDP: ‘
NNING AND ZONING
A. OPZ/Site Plamning & Environmental, comment #1 & 5 dated April 24, 2006 %W
B. OPZ/Enginecring dated April 20, 2006 2
(CY OPZ/Traffic dated April 19 2006
D. OPZ/Landscape dated April 20, 2006
SE. Fire Marshall Division dated March 29, 2006
5 Cnitical Area Commission dated April 11, 2006
G. Health Department must review and approve revised SDP
1I. Adequacics of facilities issues for itern A - C must be resolved with the revised SDP resubmittal.

Items D & E are approved subject to any noted conditions.

Fire Suppression: Sec Fire Marshall comments dated March 29, 2006.

Storm Drains: Adequacy of direct tidal outfall and storm drain facilities must be addressed.
Roads: No Traffic Impact Study (APF Roads) provided.

Utilities: Utility adequacy not required. Health Dcpartment must approve for septic and well.
Schools: Residential uses are not proposed. School adequacy is not required for this project.

moOwy




D. Boyd

April 24, 2006

Pg. 2

1. Each agency submittal package for outstanding Site Development Plan issues shall include a

point-by-point response letter addressin
be resubmitted

g the items in Sections I, 1 & II. The grading permit can
with the revised site development plan. Revised SDP submittal shall be made to

PAC within forty-five (45) days or by June 9, 2006.

I you have any guestions regarding this project, please call me at 410-222-7458.

Attachments

Sincerely,

D s

Dan Gerczak, Piing
North Team

DWG/skk

CC:

Christopher Soldano, Asst. P&Z Officer
Susanne Lockbart, Chief Engineer/OPZ

Steve Callahan, Plan. DamyNorth Team
Nancy McGuckian, PAC

Frank Ward, PAC

Jeffrey Opel, A.A. Soil Conservation District
Chuck Yocum, A.A. County Public Schools
Lt. Wesley Clark, Fire Marshal Division

Pete Puzak, Health Department

Richard Zeller, State Highway Administration
Ellen Sample, Maryland Aviation Adminjstration
Bruce Seerey, North Arunde] Hospital

Jean Tinsley, OPZ/Adm

GPFile/Site PlanFile/Diary

J\Shared\subdiviDan Gerczak\C2005-068-Pleasure Cove Marina-04.24,06.doc
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Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: April 24, 2006
TO: Steve Callahan
FROM: Dan Gerczak, Environmental & Planning Review, Office of Planning & Zoning

SUBJECT: Pleasure Cove Marina, C 2005-0068, G02011840

The submitted Site Development Plan has been reviewed and the following issues must be
addressed prior to approval.

% 1. A variance is required for a non-water dependent structure in the 100 f. buffer. Please
- telocate the structure out of the buffer or else obtain a variance. For more information
concerning the variance process, pleasc contact the zoning office at 410-222-7437.

2. Please address the parking and impervious area calculations to accurately reflect site
conditions. Pleasc note that OPZ Engineering and Traffic must accept and verify the
impervious area calculations. Please highlight on the plan the areas of impervious
reduction. A site visit will be made by the OPZ revicwers.

3. Please provide a copy of the proposcd architectural profiles of the structure to this office
for our files.

4. Please forward the forest conservation easement to this office for processing when
avajlable.

5. Pleasc forward the critical area report when available.

6. The proposed developruent roay require buffer planting mitigation depending on the

information and outcomcs of comments 1,2 and 5 above.

Recycled Paper
www.aacoun! Yy.org




ANNE
ARUNDEL
' COUNTY

M A R WY L A N D

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

T
DATE: April 20, 2006

TO: Dan Gerzak, Planner
FROM: Claudia O’Kecfe, Engineer
SUBJECT: Enginsering and Utilities Reviews for Pleasure Cove Marina, Pasadena, Maryland; Site

Devclopment Plan No. C05-068, G0201 1840 — Revision A

Ibave reviewed the above referenced addition for engineering and utilitics and have the following cormmeats.
Utilities:

1. . The proposed use of the building has thanged from boat storage to boat maintenance and repair. Ata minimum,
restroom facilities will be required for employecs within the facility. Health Department approval is required for
private well and septic for the proposed development. The proposed well and scptic areas must be shown on the
plans.

2. The plans appear to show a proposed connection to an existing well, but there are no provisions for wastcwater
conveyance from the building. Clarify what the water is used for and where the wastewater will go when it
leaves the building. )

Engineering:
e Adequacy of storm drain facilities must be addresscd. This site does 0ot appear to mect the requirements of

Atticle 17 scction 5-701(1) of the County Code for adequacy of storm drain facilitics. The onsite drainage

system installed by the developer must be capable of conveying through and from the property the design flow

of storm water runoff to an acceptable outfall. The adequacy of the underdrain to provide dewatering for the
proposed bioretention area should be investigated.

2+ Per section 3.4.2 of the State SWM Manual, overflow for the ten year storm shall be provided to 2 non-erosive
outlet point. A flow regulator/diversion structure shall be provided to divert the water quality volume to the
filtering practice.

3% The stormwater management design includes onc foot of storage above the bioretention area. However, based
on the profile shown on the plans, it is physically impossible to achieve one foot of storage of water along the
surface of the proposcd stormwater management device. The profile shows the swm device sloping down
towards the water, making ponding of water within the device irmposaible.

4.5 A geotcchnical investigation performed in accordance with the County SWM Maoual is required to verify the
soil type and permeability and to establish the location of the water table.

3" Stotmwater management must be at least 10 fect from any structure, 20 feet if upgradient. The swm device
shown on the plans does not meet thijs requirement.

6. Stormwater management must be provided foc the entire impervious area within the LOD, including paved

areas adjacent to the proposed building. The total irapervious arca being treatcd should be revised to include the

paved areas on the south and west sides of the building that arc within the LOD. Show how runoff from these
arcas is conveyed to the stormwater mana gemeot device.

The calculations for water quality volume and techarge volume in tbe swm report usc the wrong Rv vajue.

8. Runoffentering the proposcd bioretention device will enter from both sides of the device, but the secton shown
on the plans shows denils for a device with nmoff cntering on onc side only. The detail should be revised to
provide the necessary details (pretreatment, etc.) on both sides of the bioretention device.

N




9. The dimensions shown on the bioretention scction on sheet 5 of the plans do not agree with one another (e. the
same dimension is 9° in at the top of the detail and 7° at the bottom of the dcrail) and do not agree with the
dimensions called out in the swm report (i.e. 1.1 ftrecharge storage depth on the plans vs. 2.9 & in the calcs).

10. There is no gravel diaphragm shown on the plans. The gravel curtain shown on the bioretention detail is not the
same as » gravel diagphragm,

11. The depth of the bioretention device used in the calculations should be taken as the total depth of the device,
from the top of the planting soil to the top of the underdran. The calculations should be revised to match the
acrual depth of the device.

12 Per section 3.4 4 of the State SWM Manual, the entire reatment system shall termporarily hold at least 75% of
the water quality volume prior to filzation. This should be 75% of the otal WQv, not 75% of the WQv less
recharge volume.

13 Per Appendix C, section C.2.4.1 of the Stae SWM Manual, the coefficient of permeability (k) for bioretention
systems is C.5 f./day. The calculations and plans shouid be revised accordingly.

{ am withholding agprovai of the site development plan unti the above comments are addressed.



ANNE
ARUNDEL
@ COUNTY

M A R

n

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

s o
DATE: & .»Eprll 19, 2009__- J

TO: Dan Gerczak - Planning Review

—

FROM:  JancElberti - Traffic Revicw /%
o

SUBJECT: PLEASURE COVE MARINA
C#2005-037, G02011840 — revised Site Development Plan
tax map 14, block 18, parcel 73

»

The subject revised Site Development Plan for grading/ building permit submitial has been reviewed
for traffic engineeting requirements and the following comments / recoramendations are provided:

1. As previously stated: Adequate information to address APF Roads traffic gencration has NOT
been provided. The response letter submitted is just from the engineering company not the traffic
consultant. The statcment “no impact” without any data to justify that staternent in NOT
acceptable to address Article 17 section 5-401. Information describing the current and proposed
number of boat spaces is required (with the corresponding ITE rates and calculations and all
other site generation). Additionally, the revised plan indicates that there will be a “maintenance
and repair building™ which is new information. These requirements will allow assessment of
potential vehicular trip increases. The TIS information must be presented separately in a TIS
report or letter with data back-up from a rccognized traffic consultant.

2. As previously stated: Expand the parking calculation chart: provide 5 trailer spaces per water
access ramp / boat launch area. Trailer spaces are required based on the site plan.

3. Aspreviously stated: Label the GRAVEL parking areas with the location of parking spaces (and
how the spaces will be designated on the gravel expansc as painted spaces will not be possible),
label ALL parking space and drive aisle dimensions (the drive aisle by the pool and on the water
side of the restaurant are not labeled and do not mect minimum widths. Differentiate between
vehicle spaces and trailer spaces (seec comment #2).

4. Fire Lanes fire lanes must meet fire safety criteria at building permit.

Traffic withholds SDP approval vntil the above comments 1 - 3 arc addressed.
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DATYE:
TO:

FROM:

COUNTY

MTa r Y LA N ®

Office of Planning and Zoning
Development Division

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
May 1, 2006
Steve Callahan, OPZ/Planner, North Tcam

_John Hilley, OPZ/Planner, North Team

SUBJECT: Pleasurc Cove Marina, C05-0068, G0201 1840 ]

Landscape Review Comments

Ful) compliance with the Landscape Manual requirements and purpose is required
as shown in the Introduction, and specifically in the additional comments as listed
below:

1.
2,

wa

Building fagade requires 50 percent foundation planting. _
When expansion involves a 50 percent increase in gross square foot area, the
property must be landscaped (screcning and interior planting) in accordance
with the Manual.

Request for modification to landscape requirements of “Property Line
Buffers” is being evaluated by the Planning and Zoning Officer and a separate
letter will be issued in responsc to this request.

Provide landscape buffer plantings adjacent to the Herson property line.

Is zoning linc between MB and R2 at correct location at the Herson property
line?

Provide planting buffer at the southcast corner of the site to screen the existing
dwelling from proposed devclopment.

Cc: Dan Gerczak

Lea Kubeja

Nancy McGuckian _ .
J\Sharcd\subdiv\iiohnH\Pleasure Cove Marina, L-S comments,042006.doc




INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDEN Cli/
Fire Department

Janet S. Owens, County Executive
Ronald D. Blackwell, Fire Chief

TO: Nancy McGuckian, MS 6001

o=
FROM: Lt N. Wesley Clark, Fire Marshal Division.
DATE: March 29, 2006

SUBJECT: Project Name: Pleasure Cove Marina
' Site Development Plan No. C05-0068
Site Development Plan Review

Approval is withheld with the following comments:

1. Clarify the location of the fire hydrant or water source within 100 feet of the
sprinkler connection. If drafting is to be used, designate this location as a fire
lane.

2. Tum radius for fire lanes must provide at least 38 feet inside radius while -
providing 20 feet width. Clarify turn radius for the fire lane at the north-east
comer of the building.




Robert L. Ehrlich, Jr.
Govemor

Martin G. Madden

Chairman

Michael S. Stcele

hacl S. St Ren Serey
4 ve

Exccutive Director

STATE OF MARYLAND
CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION
( HESAPEAKE AND ATLANTIC COASTAL BAYS
1804 West Steeet. Suite 100, Annapolis, Murylang 2140}

(410) 260-3460 Fax: (410) 974-522%
www.dnr.state. md.us/cnticalarea/

April 11,2006

Mr. Dan Gerczak

Anne Arundel County

Office of Planning and Zoning
2664 Riva Road, MS 6305
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
C 05-0068, G 02011840

Dear Mr. Gerczak:

I have received a resubmittal for the above-referenced site plan. The applicant has addressed

most -of the comments of my last letter dated January 23, 2006. I have outlined my remaining
comments below.

1. The minimum forest conservation easement for Critical Area purposes maintains 30% of
the existing forested area. The plan submitted shows an area that protects 15% of the.
existing forest area. Please have the applicant address this issue.

2. The applicant indicated that they will consult with the Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) concerning the January 6, 2006 comment letter that indicated the site may support
two threatened and endangered plant species. Please have the apphcant provide written
documentation of DNR’s response.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please telephone me at (410)-260-3478 if you have
any questxons

Sincerely,
,'\/—J’J’L < /(c{crjog___,»

Lisa A. Hoerger
Natural Resources Planner

cc: AA 71-04

TTY for the Deat
Annapolis: (410) 974-2609 D.C. Metro: (301) 536-0450
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BOYD & DOWGIALLO, PA.

Engineers, Surveyors & Planners

March 10, 2010

Permit Application Center Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
Heritage Office Complex C2005-068

2664 Riva Road G02011840
Annapolis, MD 21401 SWM Concept Plan

Attn: Mr. Larry Tom
Dear Mr. Tom:

On behalf of our client, Pleasure Cove Marina, LLC, owner of the above-referenced
property, we are submitting herein a SWM Concept Plan. The purpose of this plan is to show
the removal of the existing restaurant from the approved Site Development Plan, and the
addition of a new restaurant and a new two-story marina office, supply store, and clubhouse
("multi-use building") to replace the structure recently removed from the property as part of
construction of the approved boat maintenance buildings.

The proposed plan includes the construction of a new restaurant building in front of the
pool, with its roof at grade with the pool deck, and the construction of the multi-use building on
part of the site of the existing restaurant. The existing gravel parking area in front of the
existing restaurant and pool will be paved and graded to drain to proposed micro-bioretention
in the center of the realigned parking lot. The main entry roadway will be re-graded to
minimize slope and improve runoff control near the waterfront. ‘

As described in the Concept SWM Report, this plan meets ESD goals by providing
stormwater management and retention for previously unmanaged impervious areas. In
addition to micro-bioretention, the proposed practices include a green roof on the multi-use
building, enhanced filters, and infiltration berms for management of runoff from the existing
roadway.

This plan represents a reorganization of the existing site uses. The size of the restaurant,
which is currently approved for seating of 324 patrons, will be significantly reduced. The
interior of the restaurant is projected to seat 134, and the area will be approximately 3,913 sq ft.
An unknown quantity of seating will be provided on the roof. The multi-use building will .
provide services for the marina and its members that were previously located in the building
opposite the restaurant. The complete list of these uses includes the marina offices, a small
marine supply store, an exercise room, and meeting space. The second floor will be used for

assembly space for members of the marina. The building will have an area of approximately
6600 sq ft on each floor.

7678 Quarterfield Road, Suite 201 - Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061 - (410) 863-1234 - Fax: (410) 863-1235




The following items are included in this submittal:

Ten (10) copies of this letter of explanation.
Ten (10) copies of the SWM Concept Plan (5 sheets).
Four (4) copies of the Concept SWM Report.

i .

One (1) copy of the Interim SWM Concept Plan checklist.

We appreciate your attention in this matter. If you have any questions or require any
additional information regarding this permit application, please do not hesitate to contact our
office.

Very truly yours,




/

B&D ~ ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, LTD.

7678 QUARTERFIELD ROAD = SUITE 102 « GLEN BURNIE, MARYLAND 21061
410-863-5901 « FAX: 410-863-8844

June 15, 2009

Dan Kane
AACo_Inspections & Permits
2664 Riva Road

PO Box 6675

Annapolis, MD 21401

RE: Pleasure Cove Marina
Subject: #G02011840
Dear Mt. Kane,

On behalf of our client, Pleasure Cove Marina, LLC, developer of the above-referenced
property, we are resubmitting the Grading Permit application and the responses to the
comments included with the SDP Approval letter signed by Mr. Larry Tom and dated May 11,
2009.

The attached Grading Plans have been revised to match the approved SDP. This resubmittal
also addresses several comments by the Critical Area Commission, to which resubmittal is being
made under separate cover. As a result of discussions with Amber Widmeyer at CAC,
Bioretention Area #2 has been made slightly narrower and longer to keep it out of the 25 ft
buffer. This revision has been incorporated into the relevant plan view and profile.

The Critical Area Commission in comment #7 requests mitigation of land area removed by
dredging. We have identified 1,524 sq ft of land existing in 2003 that has been or will be
removed as part of the proposed work. This area will require mitigation at a ratio of 2:1. We
proposed that this mitigation be provided by an additional fee in lieu of planting.

Our responses to agency comments included in the SDP Approval letter of May 11, 208 are as
follows:

OPZ/AACo Violation/Planning (Dan Gerczak)

1. We understand that all reforestation planting fees, bonds, and Forest Conservation Easement
documentation must be processed prior to permit approval.

2. We do not understand your comment; according to the Ms. Dixon’s letter of 10/20/08 the
amended mitigation fees for Area A, B, & C total §92,885. The amended reforestation bonds
for these same areas total $40,295 and the on-site mitigation planting totals 33,579 sf (A:
21,538 sf, B: 3,241 sf, C: 6 shade trees, 42 shrubs, and 11,451 sf of emergent forest) We
acknowledge that an inspection fee of $2,820.65 (7% of the $40,295 bond) will be required.

3. Sheet 25/25 contains only two charts, neither of which references the numbers you mention:
The Critical Area Violation Bonding Notation chart was requested to recondile the
reforestation bond yet-to-be-paid with the reforestation bond already-paid. Ms. Krinetz had
requested this chart to clarify the bonding of Area B because this violation was conducted in
an area that had already been proposed for shoreline planting; as such this area had already
been bonded. The Mitigation fees were to be paid based upon Ms. Dixon's letter of
10/20/08 and needed no recondiliation. The Critical Area Violation Planting Reconciliation
chart was also requested by Ms. Krinetz to clarify the information that is graphically presented
elsewhere in the Planting Plan as to how much and where the violation area plantings have
been proposed.




OPZ./Environmental/Plannin an Gerczak

1.

We acknowledge the water-dependent status of the forklift well and that a variance will not be
required for slope disturbance. The State and Army Cotps approvals have already been
obtained and are listed on sheet 1/25. )

The “proposed” woodland clearing with development was entirely part of the violation, and as
such is being mitigated as part of resolving the violation issues.

The $35,437 bond was collected to bond the shoreline plantings. These areas included both
the 25’ buffer plantings'and the mitigation required for the development within the 100’ buffer
related to the two proposed maintenance buildings. A note was added to the bottom of the
Critical Area Buffer Planting Mitigation and Reconciliation Calculations (sheet 23/25) prior to
the last submittal to clarify that the shoreline calculations had been approved and the plantings
bonded.

The access walk in the easement is a wooden walk and is labeled as such. The correct
boundaries of thé easements have been shown, and no paved walks lie within them.

OPZ/Planning & Zoning (Dan Gerczak)

1.

There is no boat ramp existing or being proposed on this plan, therefore no trailer spaces are
requited. OPZ/Traffic has approved the parking as shown on the last submittal.

We understand that the portable boat racks were granted in 1997 by then Planning & Zoning
Director Frank Ward as shown on the accompanying letter.

All of the existing dry storage racks will be removed with the proposed development.

The buildings being proposed are only for the maintenance and tepair of boats, not storage.

OPZ/Landscaping (Dan Gerczak)

1.

We note the approval of the Landscape Plan.

Critical Area Commission (Amber Widmayer)

1.

The Site Analysis has been revised to reflect the two different Critical Area classifications:
RCA and LDA.

So noted.

The bioretention area has been removed from the 25’ buffer. The limit of disturbance for the
overall project includes stabilization of the slope in this area down to the waterine. The
proposed check dam is to provide outfall control and is being installed in place of an existing
degraded rock apron at the low point of the existing parking lot.

The buffer limits have been revised.
The 25 buffer limit has been revised.

The number referenced (15,648 sf) is included in the total mitigation planting area that has
been put under recorded easement (29,531 sf). This easement includes planting of the
25’buffer that was not previously planted as shown on in the calculations on the chart Critical
Area Buffer Planting Mitigation and Reconciliation Calculations on sheet 23/25. The plantings are in
multiple areas throughout this easement as shown on sheets 22/25 and 23/25.

Aside from the two dredged areas, 812 sf by the fuel pier and 712 sf in the forklift well, all of
the landside locations referenced are a part of the limit of disturbance shown on the plans and
are included in the proposed mitigation previously shown. Mitigation for the two dredged
areas is proposed as fee-in-lieu.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The activities specifically related to the installation of the proposed structures, included limited
dredging for the final pier/bulkhead alighment were explicitly approved during ACE’s review
of 05-10101 permit application. ACE’s subsequent determination about the maintenance
dredging does not address these activities. The pier/bulkhead reconfiguration has been
completed with the exception of the construction of the forklift well and adjacent marshland,
as these areas are subject to the Stop-Work Otrder.

The 20,723 sf decrease in impervious coverage is due primarily to 22,362 sf of disused gravel
boat parking areas to be removed from the R2 zoning north of the proposed buildings. The
remainder ‘of the project approximately balances the new roadway with landscaping areas
created as part of the project.

This information is provided at the request of the Soil Conservation District, and represents
the portion of the LOD that is vegetated.

Mitigation for the additional disturbance for the road is already being provided at a ratio of at
least 2:1. Anne Arundel County has determined that a variance to the slope disturbance is not
required.

Forest Conservation Parcel #7 is providing reforestation on Parcel 211 adjacent to the marina
property for clearing that occuzred on that parcel.

The LOD is required to encompass all activity proposed on the site. Permission was obtained
to remove the trees at the pool area; as a result Anne Arundel County requested that the LOD
be extended on the revised Site Development Plan to include this work. The second area
referenced encompasses a zemporary sediment and erosion control structure (already installed
per County request) that is shown on sheet 4/25 with other temporary or interim work. It
does not appear on sheet 5/15 or 8/25 since these sheets show the final improvements.

The requested information has been added to the Critical Area Notes on sheet 1/25 and sheet
16/25.

The 14,347 sf of clearing now listed is the area of the onsite forest clearing violation. No
additional clearing is proposed either inside or outside of the buffer.

The Plant List has been revised to consist of natives. The structure of the Planting Plan has
not been revised. The majority of the project is used as a commercial site therefore mitigation
easements were not based upon plant counts; for each square foot of required buffer
mitigation a square foot of land was planted and placed under easement. The violation
mitigation planting square footage amounts are based upon the agreement reached with Anne
Arundel County and set forth in the October 8, 2008 letter from Ms. Betty Dixon, Director of
Inspection and Permits.

In accordance with the “Grading Permit Resubmission Checklist,” we have included the
following:

1. Department of Inspections and Permits:

a. One copy of this Letter of Explanation for the project.

b. One copy of the revised GSC Plan.

c. One copy of the completed Grading and Sediment Control Computation Sheets
d. N/A — The revisions do not affect changes to the grading permit fee.

2. OP&Z/Environmental/Zoning:

a. Two copies of this Letter of Explanation for the project.
b. Two copies of the revised GSC Plan.

3. OP&7Z /Engineerin

a. Two copies of this Letter of Explanation for the project.




b. Two copies of the revised GSC Plan
c. One copy of the completed Grading and Sediment Control Computation Sheets

4. Soil Conservation District:

a. One copy of this Letter of Explanation for the project. . A

b. N/A — the SCD Plan Submittal Checklist was submitted with the initial submittal for the
revisions to the approved Grading Permit.

c. No marked prints were returned with the most recent review of this project. The
grading plans (sheets 1-9) submitted herewith incorporate changes to sediment
protections requested by the reviewer.

d. Three copies of the revised GSC Plan.

5. State Highway Administration:

a. One copy of this Letter of Explanation for the project.
b. One copy of the revised GSC Plan.

We appreciate your attention in this matter. If you have any questions or require any additional
information regarding this permit application, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Respectfully,

I AU

Jackie Colestock, RLA
President
B&D Environmental Services, LTD

jic/JJC
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Dear Mr. Docley,

'On othall cf Mr. Jény Herson and myself, we thank you for your tune spent in discassion
of possible dry Jand storage for boats patronizing the Pleasure Cove Marina
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114,

After discussion with M. Frank Werd, wwe dsc are opersting under an understanding that
1O building permit s required for the racks since ther are portable end not to be anchored to the

ground.
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B&D ~ ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, LTD.

7678 QUARTERFIELD ROAD » SUITE 102 » GLEN BURNIE, MARYLAND 21061
410-863-5901 « FAax: 410-863-8844

June 15, 2009
TNy 1» W
Amber Widmayer el R ) (B

Critical Area Commission Chesapeake & Atlantic Coastal Bays fr==
1804 West Street, Ste 100

' Annapolis, MD 21401 JUN 19 2009
RE: Pleasure Cove Marina L
Subject: AACo #G02011840 I¢ ARE

Dear Ms. Widmayer,

On behalf of our client, Pleasure Cove Marina, LLC, developer of the above-referenced
property, we are submitting a copy of the Grading Plans that accompanied the Grading Permit
application made to Anne Arundel County on May 15, 2009.

The attached Grading Plans have been revised to match the approved SDP. This resubmittal
also addresses several comments by the Critical Area Commission, to which resubmittal is being
made under separate cover. As a result of the discussions you had with Joe Fisher of Boyd &
Dowgtallo, PA. Bioretention Area #2 has heen made slightly narrower and longer to keep it out
of the 25 ft buffer. This revision has been incorporated into the relevant plan view and profile.

The Critical Area Commission in comment #7 requests mitigation of land area removed by
dredging. We have identified 1,524 sq ft of land existing in 2003 that has been or will be
removed as part of the proposed work. This area will require mitigation at a ratio of 2:1. We
proposed that this mitigation be provided by an additional fee in lieu of planting.

Our responses to agency comments included in the SDP Approval letter of May 11, 208 are as
follows:

Critical Area Commission

1. The Site Analysis has been revised to reflect the two different Critical Area classifications:

RCA and LDA.

2. So noted.

The bioretention area has been removed from the 25’ buffer. The limit of disturbance for the
overall project includes stabilization of the slope in this area down to the watedine. The
proposed check dam is to provide outfall control and is being installed in place of an existing

degraded rock apron at the low point of the existing parking lot.
4. The buffer limits have been revised.
The 25’ buffer limit has been revised.

6. The number referenced (15,648 sf) is included in the total mitigation planting area that has
been put under recorded easement (29,531 sf). This casement includes planting of the
25’buffer that was not previously planted as shown on in the calculations on the chart Critica/
Area Buffer Planting Mitigation and Reconciliation Calenlations on sheet 23/25. The plantings are in

multiple areas throughout this easement as shown on sheets 22/25 and 23/25.

7. Aside from the two dredged areas, 812 sf by the fuel pier and 712 sf in the forklift well, all of
the landside locations referenced are a part of the limit of disturbance shown on the plans and
are included in the proposed mitigation previously shown. Mitigation for the two dredged

areas is proposed as fee-in-lieu.

—
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The activities specifically related to the installation of the proposed structures, included limited
dredging for the final pier/bulkhead alignment wete explicitly approved during ACE’s review
of 05-10101 permit application. ACE’s subsequent determination about the maintenance
dredging does not address these activities. The pier/bulkhead reconfiguration has been
completed with the exception of the construction of the forklift well and adjacent marshland;
as these areas are subject to the Stop-Work Order.

The 20,723 sf decrease in impetvious coverage is due primarily to 22,362 sf of disused gravel

. boat parking areas to be removed from the R2 zoning north of the proposed buildings. The

10.

S 11

remamder of the ptoject approximately balances the new roadway with landscapmg areas
created as part of the project.

This information is provided at the request of the Soil Conservaﬂon District, and represents
the portion of the LOD that is vegetated.

Mtlgatlon for the additional disturbance for the road is already being provided at a ratio of at
least 2:1. Anne Arundel County has determined that a variance to the slope disturbance 1s not

L required.

L2

Forest Conservation Parcel #7 is providing reforestation on Parcel 211 adjacent to the marina

- property for clemng that occurred on that parcel.

. 13,
" to temove the trees at the pool area; as a result Anne Arundel County requested that the LOD

The LOD is required to encompass all activity proposed on the site. Permission was obtained

" be extended on the revised Site Development Plan to include this work. The second area
,_ referenced. encompasses -a fezporary sediment and erosion control structure (already installed
o per’ County ‘request) that is shown on sheet 4/25 with other temporary or intetim work. It

» 15

16.

does’ not appear on sheet 5/15 or 8/25 since these sheets show the- final i improvements.
147

The: requested mformatlon has been added to the Critical Area Notes on sheet 1/25 and sheet
16/ 25.

The 14, 347 sf of dearmg now listed is the area of the onsite forest clearing violation. No
additional clearing is- proposed either inside or outside of the buffer.

The Plant List has been rewsed to consist of natives. The structure of the Planting Plan has
not been revised. The ma]onty of the project is used as a commercial site therefore mitigation
easements were not basedupon plant counts; for each square foot of required buffer
mitigation a“square foot of land was planted and placed under easement. The violation
mitigation plantlng square footage amounts are based upon the agreement reached with Anne
Arundel County and set forth in the October 8, 2008 letter from Ms. Betty Dixon, Director of
Inspection and Permits.

We appreciate your attention in this matter. If you have any questions or require any additional
information regarding this permit application, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Respectfully,

Ll

ackie Colestock, RLLA
President
B&D Envirtonmental Services, LTD

jic/J]C



BOYD & DOWGIALLO, PA.

Engineers, Surveyors & Planners

7678 Quarterfield Road, Suite 201
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061
(410) 863-1234
Fax: (410) 863-1235
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Worksheet A: Standard Application Process

Calculating Pollutant Removal Requirements!

Step 1; Calculate Existing and Proposed Site Imperviousness

A.

1)
2)

3)

Calculate Percent Imperviousness

Site Area within the Critical Area IDA, A = 2148 acres CPA /RCA
Site Impervious Surface Area, Existing and Proposed, (See Table 4.1 for details)
(a) Existing (acres) (b) Proposed (acres)

Roads

Parking lots

Driveways
Sidewalks/paths
Rooftops

Decks

Swimming pools/ponds
Other

b.S3

~
o
o

Impervious Surface Area

Imperviousness (l)

Impervious Surface Area/ Site Area
(Step 2a) / (Step 1)
( 1.00 Y/ ( 21 U3 )

_ 36 %

Existing Imperviousness, lpe

. Impervious Surface Area / Site Area
(Step 2b) / (Step 1)
(.53 yr2lh4¥

ﬁo.“\ %

Proposed Imperviousness, lyost

B. Define Development Category (circle)

1)

New Development:  Existing imperviousness less than 15% | (Go to Step 2A)

2) Existing imperviousness of 15% | or more (Go to Step 2B)

3)

Single Lot Residential Development: Single lot being developed or improved; single
family residential development; and more than 250 square feet of impervious area
and associated disturbance (Go to Section 5, Residential Approach, for detailed
criteria and requirements). '

' NOTE: All acreage used in this worksheet refers to areas within the IDA of the Critical Area only.




Step 2:

Calculate the Predevelopment Load (L)

A.

New Development

Lpre

Where:

Lpre

0.5
A

(0.5) (A)

(0.5) ( )

Ibs /year of total phosphorus

Average annual load of total phosphorus exported from the site prior
to development (Ibs/year)

Annual total phosphorus load from undeveloped lands (Ibs/acre/year)
Area of the site within the Critical Area IDA (acres)

Redevelopment

Lpre =

Ry =

Lpre =

Where:

Lpre =

I pre

O
1

8.16

(RV) (C) (A) (8.16)

0.05 + 0.009 (Ire)

0.05+ 0,009 (_32. & y= 343

(3% (030 (Y )i

\8 . 0 Ibs/year of total phosphorus

Average annual load of total phosphorus exported from the site prior
to development (Ibs/year)

Runoff coefficient, which expresses the fraction of rainfall which is
converted into runoff

Pre-development (existing) site imperviousness (i.e., | = 75 if site is
75% impervious)

Flow-weighted mean concentration of the pollutant (total phosphorus)
in urban runoff (mg/) = 0.30 mg/I

Area of the site within the Critical Area IDA (acres)

Includes regional constants and unit conversion factors




Step 3: Calculate the Post-Development Load (Lpost)
A. New Development and Redevelopment:
Loost = (R (C) (A) (8.16)
RV = 0-05 + 0.009 (Ipost)
= 005+0009( 30.M = .32Y
s = (W32 5 0.30 j(21UY  y(s1e)
= [ 7 ) Ibs/year of total phosphorus
Where:
Lpost = Average annual load of total phosphorus exported from the post-
development site (Ibs/year)
Ry = Runoff coefficient, which expresses the fraction of rainfall which is
converted into runoff
lpost = Post-development (proposed) site imperviousness (i.e., | = 75 if site
is 75% impervious)
C = Flow-weighted mean concentration of the pollutant (total phosphorus)
in urban runoff (mg/l) = 0.30 mg/l
A = Area of the site within the Critical Area IDA (acres)
816 = Includes regional constants and unit conversion factors
Step 4: Calculate the Pollutant Removal Requirement (RR)
RR = Lpost - (09) (Lpre)
= ¢ 1.0 ) - (0.9) ( 1.0 ) @&
= 0. X Ibs/year of total phosphorus
Where:
RR = Pollutant removal requirement (Ibs/year)
Lpost = Average annual load of total phosphorus exported from the post-
development site (Ibs/year)
Loee = Average annual load of total phosphorus exported from the site prior

to development (Ibs/year)




“

Step 5: Identify Feasible BMP(s)

Select BMP Options using the screening matrices provided in the Chapter 4 of the 2000
Maryland Stormwater Design Manual. Calculate the load removed for each option.

BMP Type (Lpost) x (BMPgrg) x (% DA Served) = LR
I-| 70 x 5% x EBBSL = 6.6 ibsyear
F-b (70 X SOO(o X 12X = | Ibs/year
2 1.0 x SO% « 3.4 = )| Ibs/year
' X X = Ibs/year
Load Removed, LR (total) = 2 -8 Ibs/year
Pollutant Removal Requirement, RR (from Step 4) = O 8 Ibs/year

Where:

"~ Annual total phosphorus load removed by the proposed BMP
(Ibsl/year)

Load Removed, LR

Loost = Average annual load of total phosphorus exported from the
post-development site (Ibs/year)
BMPge BMP removal efficiency for total phosphorus, Table 4.8 (%)

Fraction of the site area within the critical area IDA served by
the BMP (%)
Pollutant removal requirement (Ibs/year)

% DA Served

RR

if the Load Removed is equal to or greater than the Pollutant Removal Requirement
computed in Step 4, then the on-site BMP complies with the 10% Rule.

Has the RR (pollutant removal requirement) been met? O Yes - O No

:A(* i) Struckuta)  Treatmend ¢

K\‘orw\-qr\‘r\bd A MU ac (DA 3&‘;) 1.8 °/s
&y . 021 ac (DAEW)

Tré 1 cahon ‘ 20 ac ( OA &2> $.6%
Yand Filter #) 1 1¥0 ac (DA=1) :
29 . 0.6 wuc CDA’%%) 3.4,

1”\'5 OL(O &8C" CS’\\&ITQ 04 DA’ &q\

Remannder of s¥e is outside limy¥s of dissuwbance « does not
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BOYD & DOWGIALLO, PA.

Engineers, Surveyors & Planners

February 23, 2009

Permit Application Center Re: Pleasure Cove Marina
Heritage Office Complex G02011840
2664 Riva Road C# 2005-068

Annapolis, MD 21401

Attn: Mr. Dan Gerczak

: NG

On behalf of our client, Pleasure Cove Marina LLC, owner of the above-referenced
property, we are submitting herewith revised Site Development Plans. These revisions reflect
changes to the previously approved reforestation plans pursuant to instructions concerning
Compliance Case #E-2008-0357 from Inspections and Permits dated October 20, 2008. Plans are
included for MDE, USACE, and the Critical Area Commission, which did not receive plans with
the SDP revision in July 2008.

Dear Mr. Gerczak: Q’Y %ﬁ o UG (i3 Rl
G

The revised plans contain a reference to a building permit for tidal wetland to be
constructed on the shoreline of the adjacent Parcel 211 as part of mitigation required with the
otherwise-completed pier work on the subject parcel. This work has the required MDE/USACE
permit. Access for construction will be obtained through the subject property within the limits
of disturbance shown under G02011840 following issuance of that grading permit. Submittal of
this building permit should be occurring during the SDP review period. Copies of the
State/Federal permit are included herewith for the planner and for the state and federal
agencies.

The comments dated August 14, 2008 are addressed as follows:

OPZ/Environmental (Dan Gerczak)

1. Asmall area of slopes greater than 15% was disturbed by removal of trees. These slopes
have been stabilized under the revised site development and grading plans. The average
slope will be reduced below the threshold for steep slopes (15%) by installation of the
bulkhead and forklift access road. We do not believe that a variance is required because no
structures are proposed in the area. Please also note that an access route outside of the
previously existing 15% slopes is available--to the north of the location chosen--but that this
route is longer and would therefore create more impervious area. That location has been
proposed for the replanting required under the clearing violation.

2. The planting quantities for the clearing violation and the associated fees are detailed on
sheet 25 of the SDP. The total planting requirements are referenced in the general notes on
the SDP and grading permit cover sheets.
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10.

11.

A total of 7,390 sq ft of new impervious surface has been added to the 100 ft Critical Area
buffer by the forklift access road. Of this, 5,378 sq ft is already accounted for within Area A
of the Critical Area Violation and is therefore mitigated with the plantings and fees for
Area A. The remaining 2,012 sq ft of new impervious surface will be mitigated, as per the
previous comment, with a fee-in-lieu in the amount of $1.80 per square foot, or $3,621.60.
An addendum reflecting this information has been added to the Critical Area Buffer
Planting Mitigation and Reconciliation Calculations chart (SDP sheets 1 & 23 of 25).

The Critical Area mitigation calculations table has been updated.

The proposed violation mitigation planting in conservation parcel 1 has been assessed as
being in part independently rejuvenating forest and has been accepted as by the County
forester as reforested area for the purposes of mitigation calculations, with no further
replanting requirement. This area remains within the previously executed forest
conservation easement.

The survey identifying sand and bare earth in areas previously labeled as gravel did not
find that the proposed realignment of impervious areas will increase the total site
impervious area. The proposed development plan will still result in an increase in site
vegetation since most of these sand/earth areas were already designated as locations for
removal of impervious area.

A single paved access walk was previously proposed in the area intended for conservation
easement. This walk has been installed as an open wooden deck, which may be
permissible in conservation area. Pursuant to the meeting of Feb. 10, OPZ will instruct this
office as to whether the conservation area must be revised prior to resubmittal of the
revised grading permit. In the event of a revision the applicable reforestation area would
be moved to FCA parcel #8. Other accesses to the waterfront in the vicinity of the
conservation area are within strips excluded from the executed conservation area for the
purpose of preserving access.

There is and was no protected vegetation in the noted areas, which are either existing grass
or gravel and in general have previously been used for vehicle traffic. Grading is proposed
along Main Creek to reduce slope to an acceptable gradient, and along Perry Cove to create
swales that will be necessary for proper drainage with any future paving of the existing
gravel parking area.

Both of the referenced notes are outdated and have been removed.

Permit numbers for all proposed development are referenced on applicable plan view
sheets.

Packages for USACE, MDE, and the Critical Area Commission are included with this
submittal.



QOPZ/Planning (Dan Gerczak)

1.

We do not agree that the development is expanded by the current revisions. The changes to
the proposed development consist of the relocation of an existing forklift well and a
reduction in the number of existing boat slips. Also, a public meeting for the revisions in
question was held as part of the USACE/MDE approval process for the work in the
waterways. ’

No public boat ramps exist on the existing or proposed site. The parking requirements for
the boat uses are solely for slips and storage.

OPZ/Landscaping (Dan Gerciak)

1.
2.

The landscaping plans have been updated to match the title sheet..

Per the landscape checklist and established procedure, the landscaping cost estimate is not

-included on the site plans. A full plant list is included on the plans. The landscaping cost

estimate previously submitted remains in effect, since all proposed planting changes are to
the separately bonded mitigation areas.

QOPZ/Engineering/Utilities (Claudia O'’Keeffe)

1.

(C.3.) The area where sand and bare earth exists--but "paving" (actually gravel) was
previously shown as being removed--is already excluded from stormwater management as
described in the addendum to the SWM report dated July 2008. No credit for proposed
impervious area is taken for this removal, and no net new impervious area is created by the
proposed development.

(E.1.) The referenced note has been removed from the plans. The LOD now includes the
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